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',, ; THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 TO LOCAL FBI FIELD OFFICE 

( 

FBI Los Angeles Suite 1 700, FOB 11000 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, California 
90024-3672 (310) 477-6565 Attn: Terry Wade, Special Agent 
san.francisco@ic.fbi.gov FBlvictimassistance@ic.fbi.gov foiparequest@ic.fbi.gov 

REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE INVESTIGATION BY FBI 

By the Victims from the Town of Hinkley, CA 92347, Contact _ .... --- one of the Victims, at 

Tel (760) 678-4708 Email: ... --·--- __ .. _________ -

On June 23, 2015, the Deputy Sheriff Mr. Bonde, County of San Bernardino, California, took the 
complaints of several Victims from the town of Hinkley, CA 92347 and thereafter consulting with the 

Chief of the Department, and the FBI Agents, stated that "the Sheriffs' Jurisdictional authorities are 

now in the hands of FBI, and therefore all information of criminal nature, all communications by the 

Victims, must be directed to FBI". 

THEREFORE, THE VICTIMS RISES AND REPORTS ACTS, ALLEGED AS CRIMINAL 

The Victims from the town of Hinkley, CA 92347,.will no longer tolerate the acts, alleged as 
criminal/ felony, causing massive illnesses, diseases and wrongful death to the Victims, names per 

attached hereto List, including but not limited to conceal of facts' acts by the following entity and 
Governmental Agencies, acting in concert, inclusive per attached hereto "VICTIMS BASIS FOR 

COMPLAINT": 

A. WHITE COLOR CRIME 

B. PUBLIC CORRUPTION 
C. COLOR OF LAW ABUSES 
D. TITLE 18, U.S.C., SECTION 241 CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS 
E. TITLE 18, U.S.C. SECTION 242 DEPRA VATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

F. TITLE 18, U.S.C.SECTION 245 FEDERALLY PROTECTED ACTIVITIES 

SUMMARY 

The Victims from the town of Hinkley, CA 92347, nearly 100 victims, must be protected under the 
Federal Protected Activities, from the most sophisticated White Color Crimers, Public Corruption 
and Color of Law Abuses, by alleged herein as the perpetrators: 

1. Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), a California corporation ( on legal grounds a 

corporation is a person); 
2. State of California Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board; 

3. California State Water Resources Control Board 
4. Cal/ EPA Enforcement (Diane Trujillo) 



5. Castellon & Funderburk, LLP, an Attorney for Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 

6. Hon. David Cohn, Judge, Superior Court County of San Bernardino, California 

7. ET AL. 1 through 100, inclusive. 

INSTANCES, JUST IN BRIEF: 

A. State of California Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board received a check for Four 

Million Dollars ($4,000,000.00) from Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), for alleged 

as a totally ~ive, vague and ambiguous and fictitious as a ''junk science" study of 

the poisoned ~g ancl for all ~i¼f~!le,~lJid drinking water in aquifers beneath 
the town of Hinkley' California 9:t.i4Y: . A'. 1

study not ·~ear4gful at all, but just to protect 

PG&E from further investigation and prosecution for poisoning the drinking and for all other 

intensive purposes ground drinking water within the aquifers beneath the town of Hinkley, 

CA 92347 with the PG&E's byproducts Arsenic and Uranium. 

B. Concealment of Fact, a criminal offense, a felony, has occurred, and the $ 4 million is a bribe. 

C. Acting in concert, Castellon & Funderburk and Hon. Judge Cohn are further shielding PG&E 

from prosecution. 

D. Cal/EPA has refused to undertake the investigation task of poisoned drinking and for all other 
intensive purposes ground waters within the many aquifers, virtually beneath the entire town 

of Hinkley, CA 92347. 
E. All others, acting in concert, will be disclosed by the following volume of information, 

pending submittal via mail (hard copies), to FBI. 

THE VICTIMS WILL SUBMIT TO FBI THE VOLUME CONTAINING ALL EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS, 
ALLEGATIONS, POINTS AND AUTHORITIES, AND ALL OTHER PERTINENT INFORMATION, BY 
JUNE 26, 2015, CONSTRUED AS AN EXTREMELY VITAL INFORMATION, ENABLING FBI TO 
PERFORM THE INVESTIGATION'S ACT AND ALL OTHER ACTS, ACCORDINGLY. 

nns INITIAL, VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL, SUBMITTAL WILL BE DISSEMINATED TO OTHER 
GOVERNMENAL AGENCIES, PER ATTACHED HERTO MAILING LIST. 

FBI MUST CONSIDER THE URGENCY OF THE SOUGHT INVESTIGATION, SINCE THE VICTIMS 
ARE GETTING ILL BY THE DAY AND MANY ARE JUST DYING BY USING THE POISONED 
DRINKING WATER BY PG&E, POISONED WITH ARSENIC AND URANIUM. 

____ s ______ Signed by Victims, per attached hereto list. 
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THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 TO LOCAL FBI FIELD OFFICE 
FBI Los Angeles Suite 1700, FOB 11000 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, California 
90024-3672 (310) 477-6565 Attn: Terry Wade, Special Agent 
san.francisco@ic.fbi.gov FBivictimassistance@ic.fbi.gov foiparequest@ic.fbi.gov 

SECOND REQUEST FOR IMMEDIATE INVESTIGATION BY FBI 

By the Victims from the Town of Hinkley, CA 92347, Contact one of the Victims, at Tel 

(760) 678-4708 Email: Date of Request: June 25, 2015 

On June 24, 2015, did postponed going back to his places in Nevada, awaiting arrival of the 
Deputy Sheriff Mr. R. Moore, County of San Bernardino Sheriff's station, due to 911 call for attempted 

infiltration into -relative's property and illegal depositing of document by PG&E's runner into 
the ..... :relative's US Mail box. s domicile are two states). 

The document/ paper, illegally served, was "PACIIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S 

AMENDED MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES REGARDING THE PLAINTIFF'S 
RIGHT TO DISMISS AN ACTION WHEN DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS ARE PENDING". 

Such amended paper has removed any references, highly incriminating the State of California Lahontan 

Regional Water Quality Control Board, most probably due to calls made from State of California officials 
to the PG&E's attorney Castellon and Funderburk, to remove such from that paper. 

Furthermore, PG&E's attorney Castellon and Funderburk have made mockery out of the court system, by 

serving such paper not two court days prior to hearing sought by the presiding judge David Cohn. Such 
hearing is to be June 25, 2015 thereafter case was dismissed. (Illegal Acts) 
I 

There are certain missteps made by presiding judge Cohen, who reasserted his enormous power to allow 
continuation of the case thereafter properly dismissed cases. [Alleged Prejudicial and Bias Acts] 

Such missteps were unscrupulously used by the attorneys for PG&E, Castellon and Funderburk, further 

alleged as "Color of Law Abuses" and unscrupulously misrepresented (fraudulently) to the Court. 

All papers and documents, encompassing the alleged "Color of Law Abuses" (fraudulently 

misrepresented to the Court), will be mailed to FBI, on or before June 26, 2015. 

The following allegations, construed as "Color of Law Abuses" (fraudulently misrepresented to the Court) 

are stated herein, in summary, and such acts are further construed as highly sophisticated tactical ploys by 
the attorneys for PG&E, attempted to circumvent laws and regulations, which not only has made mockery 
out of the judicial system, but are prima facie examples of highly corrupted color of law abuses, and such 

acts are respectfully requested to be urgently investigated by FBI: 

1. Thereafter, not only-case but all 34 other cases of the In Pro Per Plaintiffs were properly 
dismissed, the presiding judge David Cohn, most likely influenced by the attorney's for PG&E, 
hereinafter the ("ESQs"), has,. by Minutes Order, allow the ESQs to further unjustifiably keep 
burdening the Superior Court County of San Bernardino, Department S37, hereinafter the ("Court'), 
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by papers containing "Color of Law Abuses", thus since such were unscrupulously misrepresented, 
further construed as fraudulent, has caused the Victims to seek from FBI full investigation of such 
illegal acts by ESQs. (There were volume of information previously submitted to the Supreme Court 
of California Justices, The Honorable Leondra R. Kruger and The Honorable Joanne B. O'Donnell, 
Committee on Judicial Ethics Opinions.) 

2. On June 5, 2015, the relatives of the In Pro per Plaintiffs, most of which domicile for long time in 
another states, other than California and in other county other than San Bernardino, (most of the 
Plaintiffs' relatives )Jlll!le~.JaF~_ljng the "Color of Law Abuses" alleged to have occurred in the 
Court, most of which relatives d1d previously ~~iiij!N14 7 and are currently 
suffering illnesses and diseases as a result ther< 7s~ ;, mg water poisoned with 
Hexavalent Chromium, become frustrated with what is transpiri~...:~urt. 

3. On June 17, 2015, those relatives of the 35 In Pro Per Plaintiffs, who n~~Jiiwsuit against 
Pacific G~ and E~ec~c Co~pany hereinaftYt_'.PGf:EJ: thereafter th~~r P.~~n~iffs ~led 
final "Notice of Disnussal, did sent NOTIC:--TO FILE LAWSUIT m\te~p~ive 
jurisdiction and venue, other than California, to Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel for 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). 

4. THEREFORE, the attorneys for PG&E Castellon and Funderburk, in their amended paper of 
memorandum of points and authorities, has misrepresented (lied) to the Court that the In Pro Per 
Plaintiffs were using "tactical ploy" and "forum shopping", which is absolutely not true. 

5. The In Pro Per Plaintiffs noticed that the presiding judge was against them", ("Color of Law 
Abuses"), and decision to voluntary dismiss their cases, has nothing to do with "tactical ploy" and 
"forum shopping", since not the In Pro Per Plaintiffs will be suing again PG&E, but their relatives. 

6. Such coordinated attack against the In F~~fl8 was alleged to also be as a direct result the 
inevitable disclosure of all wrongful acts committed by the State of California Lahontan Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, hereinafter the ("Board"), particularly in shielding PG&E from 
investigation and prosecution, including but not limited to: 
(a) The Board, knowing very well, based upon many evidentiary exhibits, that virtually all aquifers 

beneath the town of Hinkley, CA 92347 were poisoned with the PG&E's byproducts Arsenic and 
Uranium, way over the legal limits, did not do anything meaningful to commence the required by 
law investigation. (The $4 million check from PG&E to the Board, speaks on behalf of). 

(b) The reason for the demanded investigation of all acts by the Board, the PG&E' s ESQs and the 
presiding judge must be investigated and disclosed base upon disclosure's laws. 

7. The In Pro Per Plaintiffs did honestly dismissed their cases, by marking the box Dismissal of 
the entire action and crossing out the box Others Dismissal due to diversity jurisdiction. 

8. THEREFORE, the attorneys for PG&E Castellon and Funderburk, in their amended paper of 
memorandum of points and authorities, has misrepresented 0ied) to the Court that the In Pro Per 
Plaintiffs were requesting dismissal based upon diversity jurisdiction. (Such lies are nothing less 
than ("Color of Law Abuses"), and FBI must take appropria~ccordingly. 

All papers and evidentiary exhibits compiled by the In Pro Per Plaintiffs and by their relatives, will 
be transmitted via mail to FBI. (Copies of this and other communications sent to: per the Mailing 
List) (Signature by this Victim, is among the attached·hereto "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA") 
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VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 

NO. I Victim's Name Victim's Mailine: Address 
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MAILING LIST 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
Cal/EPA Law Enforcement and Counsel Office 
I 001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Office of Environmental Health Hazard 
Assessment (OEHHA) Prop 65 ARSENIC 
Attn: Cynthia Oshita, (Disclosure) 
P.O. Box 4010 
Sacramento, California 95812 

Hon. Jerry Hill, Chair 
California Senate EQC Oversight 
State Capitol, Room 2205 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Hon. Luis A. Alejo, Assembly Member 
Environmental Safety and 
Toxic Materials Committee 
1020 N Street, Room 171 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Attn: Gary Edward Tavetian, Esq. 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, DOJ 
Natural Resources Law Section 
300 S. Spring Street, #5000 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

Ross Sevy, District Director 
Office of Jay Obernolte, Assemblyman 
5900 Smokr Tree Street, Suite 125 
Hesperia, California 92345 

Proposition 65 Enforcement Reporting 
Attention: Prop 65 Coordinator 
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000 
Post Office Box 70550 
Oakland, California 94612-0550 

[1] 

Hon. Dianne Feinstein, U.S. Senator 
SAN FRANCISCO OFFICE 

One Point Street, Suite 2450 
San Francisco, CA 94104 

Hon. Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senator 
U.S. Senate Committee on Environment 
112 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Hon. Nancy Patricia D'Alesandro Pelosi 
U. S. Congresswoman 
United States House of Representatives 
233 Cannon H.O.B. 
Washington, DC 20515 

Hon. Paul Cook, U.S. Congressman 
United States House of Representatives 
1222 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0508 

Attn: Julie Jordan; Dan Drazan; Tracy Back 
US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) 
Los Angeles Resident Office 
600 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 900 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Attn: Deborah L. Harris; W. Benjamin Fisherow 
U.S. DOJ / Environmental Enforcement 
Environment and Natural Resources Division 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

Attn: Bill L. Lewis; Kendrick D. Williams; 
Terry Wade; Joseph 0. Johns; Patrick Bohrer 
FBI Investigation Division 
11000 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1700 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 



California Attorney General Office, DOJ OGWDW-4601M 
Proposition 65 Enforcement Reporting Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water 
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000 U.S. EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
Oakland, California 94612-0550 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, DC 20460 

Diane Trujilo, Enforcement Agent The Honorable Dianne Feinstein, Senator 
CAL/ EPA ENFORCEMENT United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary 
1001 "I" Street 224 Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Sacramento, CA 95814 Washington, D.C. 20510-6050 

Clark Hansen, Chief Deputy District Attorney 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION - ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES 

14455 Civic Dr., Suite 300 
Victorville, CA 92392 
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The Victims from Hinkley, CA 92347, just read the quoted herein below by United 

States Federal Bureau of Investigation, Special Agent Patrick Bohrer and other 

statements made by Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI): 

THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 TO LOCAL FBI FIELD OFFICE: 

FBI Los Angeles Suite 1700, FOB 11000 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, 
California 90024-3672 (310) 477-6565 Attn: Terry Wade, Special Agent 

san.francisco@ic.fbi.gov FBlvictimassistance@ic.fbi.gov foipareguest@ic.fbi.gov 

"Chemistry Mission 

The Chemistry Unit conducts timely, high-quality chemical and metallurgical analyses on evidence, 
reports findings, provides testimony in court, assists in crime scene investigations, and provides 
advanced training to law enforcement agencies to support the investigative priorities of the FBI and 
the law enforcement community." 

"When you think of FBI agents, you probably don't picture them flashing their badges and digging for 
clues in the name of the environment. But we do investigate those who abuse or endanger our 
nation's natural resources. And have for years". 

"Specifically, we focus our efforts on the following .... priorities: 

• Knowing endangerment-when the crime puts someone in danger; 

• Patterned flagrant violators-companies that shrug off .... 

• Government abuse-because the government must obey laws, too". 

"Making sure that toxic chemicals don't harm people and the environment is serious 
business. And why we make it our business to help protect America's natural resources". 

"Combat major white-collar crime 

Fraud-the art of deliberate deception for unlawful gain-is as old as history; the term "white-collar 
crime" was reportedly coined in 1939 and has since become synonymous with the full range of 
frauds committed by business and government professionals. Today's financial criminals and con 
artists are more savvy and sophisticated than ever, engineering everything from complex stock and 
health care frauds and intellectual property rip-offs. 

We have more than a dozen squads dedicated to fighting white-collar crime in the Los Angeles 
region. These squads focus on financial institution fraud, health care fraud, mortgage fraud, 
securities fraud, cross border fraud, and other more general types of fraud." 

"Public Corruption 
Why It's Our #1 Criminal Priority 



Public corruption is a breach of trust by federal, state, or local officials-often with the help of private sector 
accomplices. It's also the FBl's top criminal investigative priority. To explain why the Bureau takes public 
corruption so seriously and how we investigate, we talked with Special Agent Patrick Bohrer, assistant section 
chief of our Public Corruption/Civil Rights program at FBI Headquarters. 

Question: Why is public corruption so high on the FBl's list of investigative priorities? 
Answer: Because of its impact. Corrupt public officials undermine our country's national security, our overall 
safety, the public trust, and confidence in the U.S. government, wasting billions of dollars along the way. This 
corruption can tarnish virtually every aspect of society". "Or corrupt state legislators could cast deciding votes 
on a bill providing funding or other benefits to a company for the wrong reasons." 

Q: Can you describe the kinds of public corruption that the FBI investigates? 
A: It really runs the gamut. Bribery is the most common .... 

Q: Where do you find this corruption? 
A: Just about everywhere-at the federal, state, and local levels throughout the country. And I should point 
out, the vast majority of our country's public officials are honest and work hard to improve the lives of the 
American people. But a small number make decisions for the wrong reasons-usually, to line their own 
pockets or those of friends and family. These people can be found-and have been found-in legislatures, 
courts, city halls, law enforcement departments, school and zoning boards, government agencies of all kinds 
(including those that regulate elections and transportation), and even companies that do business with 
government. 

Q: How does the FBI investigate public corruption? 
A: We're in a unique position to investigate allegations of public corruption. Our lawful use of sophisticated 
investigative tools and methods-like undercover operations, court-authorized electronic surveillance, and 
informants-often gives us a front-row seat to witness the actual exchange of bribe money or a backroom 
handshake that seals an illegal deal. .. and enough evidence to send the culprits to prison. But we have plenty 
of help. We often work in conjunction with the inspector general offices from various federal agencies, as well 
as with our state and local partners. And we depend greatly on assistance from the public. So let me end by 
saying, if anyone out there has any information about potential wrongdoing by a public official, please submit a 
tip online or contact your local FBI field office. Your help really makes a difference." 

"Color of Law Abuses 
U.S. law enforcement officers and other officials like judges, prosecutors, and security guards have been given 
tremendous power by local, state, and federal government agencies-authority they must have to enforce the 
law and ensure justice in our country. These powers include the authority to detain and arrest suspects, to 
search and seize property, to bring criminal charges, to make rulings in court, and to use deadly force in 
certain situations. 

Preventing abuse of this authority, however, is equally necessary to the health of our nation's democracy. 
That's why it's a federal crime for anyone acting under "color of law" willfully to deprive or conspire to deprive a 
person of a right protected by the Constitution or U.S. law. "Color of law" simply means that the person is using 
authority given to him or her by a local, state, or federal government agency. 
Failure to keep from harm: The public counts on its law enforcement officials to protect local communities. If 
it's shown that an official willfully failed to keep an individual from harm, that official could be in violation of the 
color of law statute. 

Filing a Complaint 
To file a color of law complaint, contact your local FBI office by telephone, in writing, or in person. The 
following information should be provided: 



• All identifying information for the victim(s); 

• As much identifying information as possible for the subject(s), including position, rank, and agency 

employed; 

• Date and time of incident; 

• Location of incident; 

• Names, addresses, and telephone numbers of any witness(es); 

• A complete chronology of events; and 

• Any report numbers and charges with respect to the incident. 
You may also contact the United States Attorney's Office in your district or send a written complaint to: 
Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 
Crimjnal Section 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest 
Washington, DC 20530 
FBI investigations vary in length. Once our investigation is complete, we forward the findings to the U.S. 
Attorney's Office within the local jurisdiction and to the U.S. Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., which 
decide whether or not to proceed toward prosecution and handle any prosecutions that follow. 
Report Civil Rights Violations 

• File a Report with Your Local FBI Office" 

"Title 18, U.S.C., Section 241 
Conspiracy Against Rights 
This statute makes it unlawful for two or more persons to conspire to injure, oppress, 
threaten, or intimidate any person of any state, territory or district in the free exercise or 
enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him/her by the Constitution or the laws of the 
United States, (or because of his/her having exercised the same). 
It further makes it unlawful for two or more persons to go in disguise on the highway or on 
the premises of another with the intent to prevent or hinder his/her free exercise or 
enjoyment of any rights so secured. 
Punishment varies from a fine or imprisonment of up to ten years, or both; and if death 
results, or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse 
or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, shall be fined under 
this title or imprisoned for any term of years, or for life, or may be sentenced to death." 

"Title 18, U.S.C., Section 242 
Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law 

This statute makes it a crime for any person acting under color of law, statute, ordinance, 
regulation, or custom to willfully deprive or cause to be deprived from any person those 
rights, privileges, or immunities secured or protected by the Constitution and laws of the 
U.S. 
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This law further prohibits a person acting under color of law, statute, ordinance, regulation or 
custom to willfully subject or cause to be subjected any person to different punishments, 
pains, or penalties, than those prescribed for punishment of citizens on account of such 
person being an alien or by reason of his/her color or race. 
Acts under "color of any law" include acts not only done by federal, state, or local officials 
within the bounds or limits of their lawful authority, but also acts done without and beyond 
the bounds of their lawful authority; provided that, in order for unlawful acts of any official to 
be done under "color of any law," the unlawful acts must be done while such official is 
purporting or pretending to act in the performance of his/her official duties. This definition 
includes, in addition to law enforcement officials, individuals such as Mayors, Council 
persons, Judges, Nursing Home Proprietors, Security Guards, etc., persons who are bound 
by laws, statutes ordinances, or customs. 
Punishment varies from a fine or imprisonment of up to one year, or both, and if bodily injury 
results or if such acts include the use, attempted use, or threatened use of a dangerous 
weapon, explosives, or fire shall be fined or imprisoned up to ten years or both, and if death 
results, or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse 
or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, shall be fined under 
this title, or imprisoned for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to 
death." 

"Title 18, U.S.C., Section 245 
Federally Protected Activities 
1) This statute prohibits willful injury, intimidation, or interference, or attempt to do so, by 
force or threat of force of any person or class of persons because of their activity as: 

a) A voter, or person qualifying to vote ... ; 
b) a participant in any benefit, service, privilege, program, facility, or activity provided or 
administered by the United States; 
c) an applicant for federal employment or an employee by the federal government; 
d) a juror or prospective juror in federal court; and 
e) a participant in any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance. 
2) Prohibits willful injury, intimidation, or interference or attempt to do so, by force or threat 
of force of any person because of race, color, religion, or national origin and because of 
his/her activity as: 
a) A student or applicant for admission to any public school or public college; 
b) a participant in any benefit, service, privilege, program, facility, or activity provided or 
administered by a state or local government; 
c) an applicant for private or state employment, private or state employee; a member or 
applicant for membership in any labor organization or hiring hall; or an applicant for 
employment through any employment agency, labor organization or hiring hall; 
d) a juror or prospective juror in state court; 
e) a traveler or user of any facility of interstate commerce or common carrier; or 
f) a patron of any public accommodation, including hotels, motels, restaurants, lunchrooms, 
bars, gas stations, theaters ... or any other establishment which serves the public and which 
is principally engaged in selling food or beverages for consumption on the premises. 



3) Prohibits interference by force or threat of force against any person because he/she is or 
has been, or in order to intimidate such person or any other person or class of persons from 
participating or affording others the opportunity or protection to so participate, or lawfully 
aiding or encouraging other persons to participate in any of the benefits or activities listed in 
items (1) and (2), above without discrimination as to race, color, religion, or national origin. 
Punishment varies from a fine or imprisonment of up to one year, or both, and if bodily injury 
results or if such acts include the use, attempted use, or threatened use of a dangerous 
weapon, explosives, or fire shall be fined or imprisoned up to ten years or both, and if death 
results or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse 
or an attempt to commit aggravated sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, shall be subject to 
imprisonment for any term of years or for life or may be sentenced to death." 



The Victims from Hinkley, CA 9234 7, just read the quoted herein below by United 

States Federal Bureau of Investigation, Special Agent Patrick Bohrer and other 

statements made by Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI): 

THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 TO LOCAL FBI FIELD OFFICE: 

FBI Los Angeles Suite 1700, FOB 11000 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, 
California 90024-3672 (310) 477-6565 

"When you think of FBI agents, you probably don't picture them flashing their badges and digging for clues in 
the name of the environment. But we do investigate those who abuse or endanger our nation's natural 
resources. And have for years". 

"Specifically, we focus our efforts on the following .... priorities: 

• Knowing endangerment-when the crime puts someone in danger; 

• Patterned flagrant violators-companies that shrug off .... 

• Government abuse-because the government must obey laws, too". 

"Making sure that toxic chemicals don't harm people and the environment is serious 
business. And why we make it our business to help protect America's natural resources". 

"Public Corruption 
Why It's Our #1 Criminal Priority 

Public corruption is a breach of trust by federal, state, or local officials-often with the help of private sector 
accomplices. It's also the FBl's top criminal investigative priority. To explain why the Bureau takes public 
corruption so seriously and how we investigate, we talked with Special Agent Patrick Bohrer, assistant section 
chief of our Public Corruption/Civil Rights program at FBI Headquarters. 

Question: Why is public corruption so high on the FBl's list of investigative priorities? 
Answer: Because of its impact. Corrupt public officials undermine our country's national security, our overall 
safety, the public trust, and confidence in the U.S. government, wasting billions of dollars along the way. This 
corruption can tarnish virtually every aspect of society". "Or corrupt state legislators could cast deciding votes 
on a bill providing funding or other benefits to a company for the wrong reasons." 

Q: Can you describe the kinds of public corruption that the FBI investigates? 
A: It really runs the gamut. Bribery is the most common .... 

Q: Where do you find this corruption? 
A: Just about everywhere-at the federal, state, and local levels throughout the country. And I should point 
out, the vast majority of our country's public officials are honest and work hard to improve the lives of the 
American people. But a small number make decisions for the wrong reasons-usually, to line their own 
pockets or those of friends and family. These people can be found-and have been found-in legislatures, 
courts, city halls, law enforcement departments, school and zoning boards, government agencies of all kinds 
(including those that regulate elections and transportation), and even companies that do business with 
government. 



Q: How -~~stigate public corruption? 
A: We'r ,; R ·~:' · · "()ti •1Mtstigate allegations of public corruption. Our lawful use of sophisticated 
investigative tools and methods-like undercover operations, court-authorized electronic surveillance, and 
informants-often gives us a front-row seat to witness the actual exchange of bribe money or a backroom 
handshake that seals an illegal deal. .. and enough evidence to send the culprits to prison. But we have plenty 
of help. We often work in conjunction with the inspector general offices from various federal agencies, as well 
as with our state and local partners. And we depend greatly on assistance from the public. So let me end by 
saying, if anyone out there has any information about potential wrongdoing by a public official, please submit a 
tip online or contact your local FBI field office. Your help really makes a difference." 

"Color of Law Abuses 
U.S. law enforcement officers and other officials like judges, prosecutors, and security guards have been given 
tremendous power by local, state, and federal government agencies-authority they must have to enforce the 
law and ensure justice in our country. These powers include the authority to detain and arrest suspects, to 
search and seize property, to bring criminal charges, to make rulings in court, and to use deadly force in 
certain situations. 

Preventing abuse of this authority, however, is equally necessary to the health of our nation's democracy. 
That's why it's a federal crime for anyone acting under "color of law" willfully to deprive or conspire to deprive a 
person of a right protected by the Constitution or U.S. law. "Color of law" simply means that the person is using 
authority given to him or her by a local, state, or federal government agency. 
Failure to keep from harm: The public counts on its law enforcement officials to protect local communities. If 
it's shown that an official willfully failed to keep an individual from harm, that official could be in violation of the 
color of law statute. 

Filing a Complaint 
To file a color of law complaint, contact your local FBI office by telephone, in writing, or in person. The 
following information should be provided: 

• All identifying information for the victim(s); 

• As much identifying information as possible for the subject(s), including position, rank, and agency 

employed; 

• Date and time of incident; 

• Location of incident; 

• Names, addresses, and telephone numbers of any witness(es); 

• A complete chronology of events; and 

• Any report numbers and charges with respect to the incident. 
You may also contact the United States Attorney's Office in your district or send a written complaint to: 
Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 
Criminal Section 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest 
Washington, DC 20530 
FBI investigations vary in length. Once our investigation is complete, we forward the findings to the U.S. 
Attorney's Office within the local jurisdiction and to the U.S. Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., which 
decide whether or not to proceed toward prosecution and handle any prosecutions that follow. 
Report Civil Rights Violations 

• File a Report with Your Local FBI Office" 



THE PEOPLE FROM HINKLEY 
HINKLEY, CALIFORNIA 92347 

May 30, 2015 

Temporary Mailing Address 

~ 
Temporary Telephone 

(760) 678-4708 

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 
BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION - ENVIRONMENT AL CRIMES 
14455 Civic Dr., Suite 300 
Victorville, CA 92392 

ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES INVESTIGATION REQUEST 
PRESSING CHARGES NOTIFICATION 

Attn: Clark Hansen, Chief Deputy District Attorney 

THE PEOPLE RISES, those People, per the Signatures Pages attached hereto, and based upon 
Gary Taventian, Esq. Supervising Deputy Attorney General, Natural Resources Division, California DOJ, 
who has sent a letter, stating to inform the District Attorney about Pacific Gas and Electric Company acts, 
request of the followings: 

1. THE PEOPLE request assistance by the San Bernardino County District Attorney to commence 
enviromnental crimes investigation, based upon Points and Authorities: 
"The district attorney also prosecutes those complex crimes which harm the environment. Environmental 
crimes involve statutes and regulations designed to protect the environment as well as the health and 
welfare of the citizens. These types of cases can include violations of laws regulating the handling. storage 
and disposal of hazardous waste and materials as well as air and water pollution. 
The district attorney often collaborates with local, state and federal government agencies to address 
environmental issues, and investigate those issues that are crimes. We will prosecute to the fullest those 
who gain unfair advantage over their competitors and hurt the environment by not following the rules and 
laws that are adhered to by the legitimate businesses. 
As with the consumer protection cases, the remedies sought can be had through either criminal cases 
where people can be sentenced to jail or prison, or civil lawsuits. The remedies for environmental harm 
can include cleanup of the hazardous substances,jinancial penalties and fines, and court orders for 
protective measures designed to prevent the environmental harm from occurring again'' 

Environmental Crime has occurred and is currently occurring in the town of Hinkley, CA 92347 by: 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley, CA 9347 operations, that are alleged, based upon recently 
confirmed fact, of poisoning the ground drinking water within the aquifers beneath the real properties of 
those per Signatures Pages Victims, with Arsenic and Uranium over the maximum legal limits, construed 
as poisoning act, causing illnesses, diseases and wrongful death to those Victims per the Signatures Pages. 

2. NOTIFICATION 
Those Victims, per the Signatures Pages, are now, as of this date, pressing charges against: 
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, a California Corporation (Corporation is a person) 

THE PEOPLE are ready to execute all necessary tasks and documents in furtherance of justice. 



EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS 

IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

REITERATED DEMANDS 

FOR INVESTIGATION OF 

DRINKING WATER WITHIN THE 

AQUIFERS BENEATH THE ENTIRE 

TOWN OF HINKLEY, CA 92347 

POISONED WITH THE TOXIC AND 

DISOL VED ARSENIC AND URANIUM 

(BYPRODUCTS FROM PG&E'S OPERATIONS) 



EXHIBIT "1" 



---Foss, OK 73647 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
VENUE: 
DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

Notice Dated: June 18, 2015 

Ex-Parte Plaintiff: 
Tonja Dishmon; Craig Dishmon 
Ex-Parte Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation 

I, the undersigned per the attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed any lawsuits against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) and 
I, by an assignment and delegation froma••••i.and/or from an ex-parte who had 
recently dismissed the entire action without prejudice against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, intend to file, 
in the proper venue, either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, a lawsuit against Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company (PG&E), based upon the following grounds: 

1. The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set 
as qualifying amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, in the cumulative, did 
exceeded$ 600,000, which includes: (a) vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, including but not limited to the poisoned water rights, now 
assigned to me by the ex-parte, confirmed as minimum of$ 100,000 (set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); (b) total economic loss sustained to the real property, as a direct result thereof 
poisoned drinking water within the aquifer beneath the ex-parte real property, for which I am the 
principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $250,000; (c) previously, I was in Hinkley, CA 92347 
and now have sustained health damages, based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of 
illnesses and/or deceases related to the poisoned drinking water with one, or more of the recently 
discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium. 

2. I am in the process to have domicile in a state other than California, and since Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company is a California corporation, I am qualified based upon the Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

3. There could be other Federalism issues, including but not limited to Poisoned Federal Ground Drinking 
Water Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent Chromium, and 
under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (CDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within aquifers to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347 (not private wells at-issue, only the public aquifers beneath with 
over 25 connections), is currently under investigation, with laboratory results are pending from: 
(i) WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA (35 samples of poisoned aquifers at 35 locations) were 
initially submitted to: US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 
Wilshire Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; 
(ii) Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV (California Certified). 35 samples from 
35 locations with C.O.C. submitted on June 15, 2015. 



-=--Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Nick 
Panchev. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from ••••• , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in 
a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E' s recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $450,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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Clearlake, CA 95422 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Annette 
L. Airo. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,:_, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from ........ intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a 
Class Member in a Class Action,~Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the ,U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Elsinore, UT 84 724 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDic;TION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Lloyd 
K. Vinson; Barbara A. Vinson. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from and••••••ta, intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, 
or as a Class Member m a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 700,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E' s recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $350,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Las Vegas, NV 8913 0 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Moises 
Toledo and Juliana Martinez. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, and .... the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS 
FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). We, by 
an assignment and delegation from - and•••••• intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, 
either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 850,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of $250,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned­
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. I 
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Hinkley, CA 92347 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Victor 
M. Suarez and Saray D. Ordaz. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from··· and intend to file, in-the U.S. District Court, either individually, or 
as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 600,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $250,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/ or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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..... 
Picayune, MS 39466 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17,2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: William 
Bolin and Carolyn Bolin. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,_, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from and_, intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a 
Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 600,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $250,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US ~PA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Newberry Springs, CA 92395 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94 l 05 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Keith 
Hawes. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, - , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKL~ever filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from····· intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a 
Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 750,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintift confirn1ed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $400,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 

I 



./.-
Hinkley, CA 92347 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: 
Columbia Garza and Martin Garza. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from .and-intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as 
a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Paity Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I wiil be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



=---San Diego, CA 92111 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Noel 
Corby. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, .. , the·1mdersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from ...... intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in a 
Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(I) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking \vater, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



- .... 
Mesa, AZ 85207 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Shirley 
Holcroft. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, and ~ the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages ofthe VICTIMS 
FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). We, by 
an assignment and delegation from •••••• , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or 
as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and CO As: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 875,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real prope1ty, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of $275,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



-. 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Ronald 
Brown and Sandra Brown. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

, I 
I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 

92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from •••• and intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as 
a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 650,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintift: confirmed at minimum of$ 100.000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $300,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by Califo111ia Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. 1 will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (CO As), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 9234 7, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



/ Las Vegas, NV 89130 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Robert 
Richards and Olga Richards. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,_, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, h~ lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from •• atid , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or 
as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/ or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Henderson, NV 89015 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Herbert 
Nethery and Yvonne Kirkpatrick. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from•••••tand •••• , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either 
individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon 
the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustaineq to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $450,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Corona, CA 92882 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Tom 
Findley and Alta Finley. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation frot1f .... and- intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either 
individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon 
the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confitmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E 's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



-.. 
Farmington Hills, MI 48331 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Clell 
Courtney. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from intend to file, in the U.S, Di,strict Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in 
a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 375,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E' s recent water 
rights purchase) demanded 50%, amounting to$ 50,000; 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $75,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Las Vegas, NV 89122 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Rennie 
Courtney. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from~' intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a 
Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 375,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase) demanded 50%, amounting to $ 50,000; 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $75,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



.. 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Janet 
Schultz. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,·-, the ubdersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from. I t intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in a 
Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 500,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $150,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical i11juries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



South East Snohomish, WA 98290 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Andrea 
Williams. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS 
FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). We, by 
an assignment and delegation. from , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or 
as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of$200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



--Pahrump, NV 89060 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

WRISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Norman 
Halstead, Gary Halstead and Aquilla Frederick. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, - the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from •••••~d _, intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, 
either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based 
upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $550,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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111111' 
Glendale, AZ 85302 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 941 OS 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Robert 
Miller. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,-., the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from_, intend to file, in the U.S .. District Court, :either individually, or as a Class Member in a 
Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); -

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



-
Barstow, CA 92311 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Charles 
Matthiesen. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,_, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class 
Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and 
COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed $ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 9234 7, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Candace 
Matthiesen. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has nevyljd lawsuit jainst Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as 
a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following 
grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Avondale, AZ 85323 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Agustin 
Carrera. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an: assignment and 
delegation from ___ , 'intend to file, in· the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member 
in a Class Action~t Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $450,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



__ _, 
Sugar Land, TX 77498 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Aurang 
Zaib Khan. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, Jliidf I •••• •••• the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the 
VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PG&E). We, by an assignment and delegation from , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, 
either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 950,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of $100,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $750,000.' 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 

I 
I 



.,.... 
Tucson, AZ 85713 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: John 
Ramirez. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS 
FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). We, by 
an assignment and delegation from _.., intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a 
Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 800,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of$200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 

I 



El Mirage, AZ 85335 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Richard 
Heiser. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, - the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from_, intend to file, in,the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in 
a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 500,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $150,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



-Mesa, AZ 85207 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

WRISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Charles 
Jenkins. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

W~, ~and-, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the 
VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PG&E). We, by an assignment and delegation from.... , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either 
individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 950,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of $350,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



-=--RoseMead, CA 91770 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Ken 
Nitao. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, - the unpersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in 
a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 550,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $200,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Parker, AZ 85344 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Joel A. 
Christison. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member 
in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 900,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which 1 am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $550,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Rosemead, CA 91770 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Oscar 
Urbina. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, 
CA 9234 7, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from._ intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in a 
Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 500,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $150,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Barstow, CA 92311 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Gilberto 
Velazquez and Esperanza Velazquez. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from·····-~ and ••••••• It,, intend to file, in the U.S. District 
Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 600,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confinned at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $250,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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Albuquerque, NM 97112 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT rs TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Matsue 
Matthiesen. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

We, --and...._..., the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the 
VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
(PG&E). We, by an assignment {:Uld delegation from . , intend to file, in the U.S. District Court, 
either individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, 
based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds $ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 700,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiffs, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent 
water rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath real property, for which we are the principal benefactors, amounting to in excess of $100,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/ or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries to each victim, totaling $500,000. 

We are in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City oflndustry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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-==---Mesa, AZ 85203 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Jose 
Ornelas and Rosalba Hernandez. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I, , the undersigned, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM 
HINKLEY, CA 92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an 
assignment and delegation from-and••••••• ,rintend to file, in the U.S. District Court, either 
individually, or as a Class Member in a Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon 
the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 
did exceed$ 500,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

(1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $150,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery (within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primary toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 



Los Angeles, CA-90019 

Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
77 Beale Street 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Attn: Hyun Park, Esq., General Counsel 

Notice Date: June 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE LAWSUIT 

JURISDICTION: UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT 
VENUE: DISTRICT IS TO BE DETERMINED 

DISMISSED LAWSUIT BY PLAINTIFF WITHOUT 
PREJUDICE, PRIOR TO TRIAL AND PRIOR TO 
HEARINGS: By Party Litigant and Plaintiff: Do Y. 
Kim. 
Party Litigant and Defendant: Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company, a California corporation. 

I,_, the undersign~d, per attached hereto signatures pages of the VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 
92347, has never filed lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E). I, by an assignment and 
delegation from •••• intend tQ file, in the U.S. District Court, either individually, or as a Class Member in a 
Class Action, lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, based upon the following grounds and COAs: 

The amount of controversy exceeds$ 75,000, which amount is the prerequisite minimum amount, set as qualifying 
amount, for cases to be filed in any United States District Court, and based upon evidentiary facts, in the cumulative, 

did exceed$ 1,000,000, and the restitutions demanded in the U.S. District Court are to include: 

( 1) For vindication of property rights with which Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) has interfered, 
including but not limited to the vindicated water rights interfered by PG&E, are now assigned to me by the 
Party Litigant and Plaintiff, confirmed at minimum of$ 100,000 (per set precedence by PG&E's recent water 
rights purchase); 

(2) For total economic loss sustained to the real property, for total loss-of-use, and for total diminution in value, 
including costs to decontaminate, as a direct result thereof poisoned drinking water within the aquifer 
beneath the real property, for which I am the principal benefactor, amounting to in excess of $650,000; and 

(3) For noneconomic loss due to previously being in Hinkley, CA 92347, with now sustained health damages, 
based upon recent discovery ( within the past 90 days), of illnesses and/ or deceases, caused by the poisoned 
drinking water in aquifers with one, or more of recently discovered primacy toxic substances Arsenic and 
Uranium in aquifer's drinking water, in addition to with Hexavalent Chromium, and the restitution demanded 
is at the capped by California Legislature $250,000 for medical injuries. 

I am in the process to domicile in a state other than California. Pacific Gas and Electric Company is a California 
corporation. I will be qualified to file in the U.S. District Court, based upon Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

There are other Federal Questions, within the causes of actions (COAs), including but not limited to the Poisoned 
Federal Ground Drinking Water's Aquifers with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historic Hexavalent 
Chromium, and under the United States Safe Drinking Water Act (SOWA), an act to safeguard the public drinking 
ground water within the public aquifers, to which more than 25 connections are made, being the case for the entire 
town of Hinkley, California 92347, is currently under investigation, with laboratory's results pending from: 

WECK Laboratory, City of Industry, CA. Submitted were35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations. 
Initially submitted to US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire 
Blvd., Suite 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017; and from Western Environmental Testing Laboratory, Las Vegas, NV 
(California Certified). Submitted were 35 samples from poisoned aquifers at 35 locations, on June 15, 2015. 
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Ruben A. Castellon (SBN 154610) 
Alastair F. Hamblin (SBN 282044) 
CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 
811 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1025 
Los Angeles, California 90017 Mlilffatt:::21 
Telephone: (213) 623-7515 -
Facsimile: (213) 532-3984 
rcastellon@candffirm.com 
ahamblin@candffirm.com 

Attorneys for Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

, an individual and DOES, 1 
through 50, inclusive, 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
COMP ANY, a California Corporation; and 
DOES 1 through 50 inclusive, 

Defendants. 

1 

Case No. CIVDS1416980 
Assigned for all purposes to: 
The Hon. David Cohn 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
CO:MPANY'S MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
REGARDING THE PLAINTIFF'S RIGHT 
TO DISMISS AN ACTION WHEN 
DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS ARE PENDING 

Date: JufflJ,:t~l 5 
Time: 8:30 a.m. 
Dept.: S37 

-

NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSmON TO PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S DEMURRER TO 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 
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Pursuant to the Court's June 1, 2015 Order, Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

(''PG&E") hereby submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding a plaintiffs right 

to voluntarily dismiss an action when a dispositive motion is pending. Pursuant to California 

law, the Court should deny Plaintiff. ••• ("Plaintiff'') request for dismissal without 

prejudice because dismissal pursuant to the demurrer is inevitable. Moreover, the filing of the 

request for dismissal is an improper tactical ploy that will not resolve this action and only serve 

to prejudice PG&E and further burden the Court system. 

Based on the following discussion, PG&E requests that the Court deny Plaintiffs request 

for dismissal and proceed with the hearing on PG&E's demurrer and motion to strike. In 

addition, PG&E requests that the Court grant the demurrer and motion to strike in their entirety 

because they are unopposed. 

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

On May 1, 2015, Plaintiff filed the operative second ament;~~•j~C") in this 

action. At a hearing before the Court on May 5, 2015, Judge Cohn addressed Plaintiffs SAC 

and indicated. that there was sufficient basis to grant a demurrer to the SAC. Judge Cohn noted 

that the SAC was insufficient and contained improper material. See Declaration of Ruben A 

Castellon ("Castellon Deel."), para 3. 

Following the Court hearing, Nick Panchev, self-appointed spokesperson for all of the 35 

pro per cases pending before this Court, spoke with Ruben Castellon, counsel for PG&E. During 

this conversation ~d informed him that the plaintiffs in each of the 35 ~roper cases 

were considering dismissing these actions· and filing them in federal Court pursuant to diversity 

jurisdiction. See Castellon Deel., para. 4. 

In a letter t~dated. May 27, 2015, the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control 

Board ("Water Board") identified several communications made by ~at took place on 

April 30, 2015 and May 4, 6, and 7, 2015. See Castellon Deel., para. 5. - letters and 

emails contained multiple statements regarding his intent to seek redress in federal court in states 

other than California. For example, in one communication to the Water Board, after identifying 

several employees of various state and local public and environmental health agencies, a , 
states, "it could be ruled inappropriate for those officials to testify as an expert witness, or in any 

other capacities, before any United States District Court, in states other than the State of 
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California. (Many of [the pro per plaintiffs], per Signatures Pages, have, or are about to have 

their domicile in another state. (Complete Diversity Jurisdiction ... triggers new venue.)" See 

Castellon Deel., para. 6. In another communication, -declares "since there is no threat of 

litigation against the Water Board, and since there will be no litigation in any State of California 

Superior Courts, not only against the Water Board, but against PG&E (not in any Courts within 

State of California), (there is high probability that PG&E will be litigated in many US District 

Courts, in many States in the U.S. other than in the state of California)." See Castellon Deel., 

para 7. 

On May 20, 2015 PG&E filed and served a demurrer to the SAC ("Demurrer'') and a 

motion to strike portions of the SAC (''MTS"). See Castellon Deel., para. 8. The Demurrer 

specifically requested dismissal of Plaintiff's entire action with prejudice. Id. The Demurrer and 

MTS are currently set for hearing on June 25, 2015. Id. 

On May 22, 2015, Plaintiff filed a request for dismissal without prejudice (''Request''). 
t 

The Request states that Plaintiff seeks dismissal of PG&E "due to complete diversity 

jurisdiction." See Castellon Deel., para. 9. 
14 

Around the time of the filing of the Plaintiff's Request a number of the pro per plaintiffs 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

began filing notices of change of address. See Castellon Deel., para. 10. These forms indicated 

that several of the plaintiffs now maintain addresses outside of the state of California Id. 

On June 1, 2015, the Court issued a minute order entitled ''Further Order on Dismissed 

PG&E Cases" ("Minute Order''). In the Minute Order the Court stated the following: 

The law is unclear whether plaintiff had an absolute right to dismiss an action 
when a dispositive motion is pending .... In light of the uncertainty in the law, the 
Court will entertain argument on the issue at the scheduled hearing on 6/25/15 at 
8:30a.m. 

PG&E now submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding Plaintiff's right 

to dismiss this action when PG&E's dispositive motions are pending. 

23 II. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Plaintiff's right to dismiss their action is based on section 581 of the California Code of 

Civil Procedure. It is clear that, while a plaintiff's right to dismiss is generally upheld it is by no 

means absolute. The question of whether a plaintiff may dismiss an action when a dispositive 

motion is pending has been considered in a number of cases and the decision is generally based 

on the timing of the request in relation to the status of the motion. It is also clear that California 
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Court's will deny a plaintiff's request for dismissal when it is clear that the dismissal is a tactical 

ploy, including a plaintiff's attempt to avoid an inevitable ruling. 

Here, the Plainti1'!i'dm<li.ct preceding the filing of the Request and the information 

contained within the Request make it clear that the dismissal is simply a tactical ploy. Plaintiff 

does not truly intend to dismiss the action but will seek to bring his claims in a forum that he 

believes offers a better chance of success. Meanwhile, PG&E has expending significant sums 

defending Plaintiff's claims already and will only be subjected to additional costs. Moreover, 

PG&E and the Court system will continue to be burdened by Plaintiff's claims. This is an 

improper outcome and Plaintiff's Request should be denied. 

A. Applicable Law 

California Code of Civil Procedure § 581 states that: 

An action may be dismissed in any of the following instances: 
(1) With or without prejudice, upon written request of the plaintiff to the clerk, 
filed with papers in the case, or by oral or written request to the court at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of the costs, if any. 
Cal. Code. Civ. Proc. § 581 

California cases hold that a plaintiff's right to dismiss the action without prejudice may 

be cut off where a dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thei:eon, if the dismissal 

appears to be a tactical ploy. See Hardbrodt v. Burke(I 996) 42 Cal.App.4th 168, 175 (request for 

dismissal without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in 

discovery dispute; Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 253,257 

(request for dismissal without prejudice filed after expiration of time to file opposition to motion 

for summary judgment); See also Mary Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark {1996) 49 Cal.App.4th 765, 770. 

In the case Wells v. Marina City Properties, Inc., 29 Cal.3d 781 (1981 ), the Court 

considered the issue of whether a plaintiff should be allowed to dismiss the case and refile in 

another Court after failing several attempts to amend his complaint to satisfy the Court that a 

cause of action was stated. The Wells Court held that "[t]o accept his present argument ... would 

allow him to reassert the same allegations in still another complaint, seeking a more favorable 

ruling from another court, rather than to proceed in a more appropriate, expeditious and final 

course to appeal on the legal sufficiency of those allegations. The obvious consequence of such a 

statutory construction would be to prolong, rather than to terminate, lawsuits. It would not serve 

the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. No good reason appears why 
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encouragement should be given to such tactics, the effect of which is to expose the defendants to 

duplicative 'annoying and continuous litigation,' to burden our trial court with 'fruitless' 

proceedings, and to delay the ultimate resolution of the validity of the plaintiff's pleading." 

Wells at 788-789. The Wells Court continued, stating "[o]ur interpretation of Section 581 does 

not deny a plaintiff his day in court. It simply requires that he frame his allegations in order to 

state a cause of action; and if a plaintiff is unable to do so after an adequate and reasonable 

opportunity is afforded, he must proceed to a review of such legal determination by appeal, rather 

than seek another trial forum in which to reassert the same claims." Id. 

In the case, Law Offices of Andrew L. Ellis v. Yang, 178 Cal. App. 4th 869 (Cal. App. 2d 

9, Dist. 2009), the Court noted that "[u]ntil recently, the cases have not presented a completely clear 
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or cohesive test to describe which situations deprive plaintiffs of their right to voluntarily dismiss 

their cases, nor have the cases articulated a precise rule providing guidance in all circumstances. 

However, recent authority suggests parties are not permitted to voluntarily dismiss their actions 

... when the procedural posture is such that it is inevitable the plaintiff will lose. After such 

occurrences, these cases hold that plaintiffs lose their right to voluntarily dismiss their case." 

Yang, at 8llllm.t 
B. Plaintiff's Loss is Inevitable and, As Such, Plaintiff has Lost ms Vol~tary 

Right to Dismiss 
Based on the facts, Plaintiff's dismissal of the case is clearly an attempt to avoid the 

inevitable - that he will lose. Plaintiff has been the subject of a previous successful demurrer 

filed 1Jiiiit~uring the Court hearing on PG&E's demurrer to the first amended complaint 

the Court stated that it would likely be open to granting a demurrer without leave to amend as to 

a second amended complaint if the second amended complaint was insufficient. PG&E has filed 

another demurrer as to Plaintiff's SAC and there is every indication that PG&E will once again 

be successful, including conn D fSa.tJie Court regarding the insufficiency of the SAC. Based 

on the foregoing, an order granting PG&E's demurrer to the SAC without leave to amend 

appears to be inevitable. Based on California law, when the procedural posture is such that it is 

inevitable the plaintiff will lose, such as it appears here, the plaintiff's right to voluntarily dismiss 

the case is cut off. As such, Plaintiff's Request should not be granted and the Court should allow 

PG&E to proceed with its demurrer and motion to strike regarding the SAC. 
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C. Plaintiff's Request for Dismissal is a Tactical Ploy and Plaintiff Should Not 
be Permitted to Dismiss the Case 

It is clear from the facts that Plaintiff's dismissal is a tactical ploy. Plaintiff intends to 

dismiss his action in this Court because he has had unfavorable rulings against past iterations of 

his complaint and it is obvious that a similar ruling may be issued in relation to the operative 

complaint. Plaintiff does not seek a dismissal in a final resolution of his claims but intends to 

attempt to obtain recovery in another forum at the expense of PG&E. 

The facts herein are much like the facts in Wells, supra. Plaintiff has had multiple 

opportunities to amend his complaint to state sufficient facts to support his causes of action. 

Plaintiff continues to make the same missteps in relation to his pleadings and, based thereon, 

PG&E has filed a demurrer to Plaintiff's SAC. There is every indication that PG&E will once 

again be successful, including comments from the CoJJrt regarding the insufficiency of the SAC. 

It also appears that there is a likelihood that the Court may grant PG&E's demurrer without leave 

to amend. Plaintiff is aware of these facts and is now attempting to seek redress in another court 

through the act of forum shopping, a practice that is disapproved of by both state and federal 

courts1
. 

Plaintiff's intent to forum shop is established by the facts. -expressly stated that 

the pro per plaintiffs intended to dismiss the case in order to file it in federal Court. In Panchev' s 

correspondence with the Water Board, he has made several representations about filing in federal 

court, including a statement that the pro per plaintiffs will be filing federal complaints in multiple 

states against PG&E. Based on his statements to the Water Board, -forum shopping is 

motivated by his desire to exclude the Water Board and the testimony of potential witnesses that 

he believes would hurt his case from participation in further actions against PG&E. 

If Plaintiff wishes to bring a case in federal Court absent any federal claims he must 

establish diversity jurisdiction.2 Following ,_statements several of the pro per plaintiffs 

1 California law holds that Courts should not allow forum shopping. See Henderson v. Superior Court, 77 
Cal. App. 3d 583, 593-594 (Cal. App. 2d Dist. 1978); Appalachian Ins. Company v. Superior Court (1984) 162 
Cal.App.3d 427, 438; Delfosse v. C.A. C.l., lnc.-Federal (1990) 218 Cal.App.3d683, 691. Also, in Hanna v. 
Plummer, 380 U.S. 460, the United States Supreme Court held that one of the aims of the Erie rule was to discourage 
forum-shopping. See Hanna at 468. 
2 Diversity jurisdiction allows federal courts to hear controversies "between Citizens of different States." U.S. 
Constitution, Art. ID, § 2. ''The district Courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions where the matter in 
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filed notices indicating that they now maintain new addresses in states other than California. 

Furthermore, included in requests for dismissal filed by most o:f the pro per plaintiffs is the 

statement that dismissal is due because of "complete diversity jurisdiction." Plaintiff's ploy 

could not be more transparent. Plaintiff has no intention of resolving his claims through 

dismissal and, instead, intends to seek recovery in a forum he believes may be more favorable. 

As the Wells Court indicated, motives such as the Plaintiff's should not be permitted to 

succeed. If Plaintiff's Request is granted it will only prolong, rather than terminate, the actions 

against PG&E. It also would not serve the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. The 

effect of granting the Request would prejudice PG&E by exposing it to d'~~stly, 

annoying and continuous litigation, burden the court system with fruitless proceedings, and delay 

the ultimate resolution of the validity of the Plaintiff's pleading. Plaintiff has other options 

available to him, such as appealing any order regarding PG&E's demurrer. Therefore, Plaintiff's 

request for dismissal should be denied because it is a tactical ploy that will only burden and 

prejudice PG&E with further litigation. 

D. There is a Likelihood that Plaintiff Will Seek to Return His Claims to State 
Court in the Future 

There is a possibility that Plaintiff's attempt to seek redress in federal court will fail and 

Plaintiff will, once again, attempt to assert his claims against PG&E in state Court. Based on 

statements from .... it appears the pro per plaintiffs intend to bring claims in federal Courts 

in several states. In pursuit of this end, Plaintiffs in 28 of the pro per cases have since filed 

notices of change of address. Only 22 of these notices identify addresses outside of California. 

This attempt to manufacture jurisdiction will only fail. Me.· ;,· 

Federal law clearly holds that it is improper to attempt to manufacture diversity 

jurisdiction. ''Tbere must be an actual, not pretended, change of domicile; in other words, the 

removal must be a real one, animo manendi, and not merely ostensible." Morris v. Gilmer, 129 

U.S. 315, 328 (internal citation omitted). The burden will fall to the plaintiffs that have noticed 

out of state addresses to prove that the new addresses are their place of domicile in order to 

establish that they are a citizen of that state. The party seeking to invoke federal jurisdiction 

bears the burden of demonstrating that the requirements of diversity are met. See Pollution 

28 controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, and is between ... citizens of different States." 28 U.S.C. § 

7 
NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSmON TO PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S DEMURRER TO 

PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Control Indus. Of America, Inc. v. Van Gundy, 21 F.3d 152, 155. "A person's state citizenship is 

determined by their state of domicile, not their state of residence. A person is domiciled in a 

location where he or she has established a fixed habitation or abode in a particular place, and 

[intends] to remain there permanently or indefinitely." Lew v. Moss, (9th Cir. 1986) 797 F.2d 

747, 749-750 (internal quotations omitted). It has further been held that "domicile is generally a 

compound of physical presence plus an intention to make a certain definite place one's 

permanent abode." Weible v. United State, (9th Cir. 1957) 244 F.2d 158, 163. Based on the hasty 

manner in which the pro per plaintiffs served their notices of change of address, following 

statements to Castellon and the Water Board, and the claims of diversity jurisdiction 

made in the requests for dismissal, it is unlikely that the pro per plaintiffs who have indicated a 

new state of residence will be able to establish that they are, in fact, citizens of those states. 

Based on the foregoing, there is a high likelihood that Plaintiff's ploy to seek redress in 

federal court will be defeated. If this happens, Plaintiff may, at some point in the future, attempt 

to refile his action against PG&E in state court. This result must not be permitted. As such, 

PG&E requests that the Court deny the Request and hear PG&E's demurrer and motion to strike. 

ID. PG&E'S DEMURRER AND MOTION TO STRIKE SHOULD BE GRANTED 

As discussed above, Plaintiffs Request should be denied. PG&E Requests that the Court 

hear its Demurrer and MTS. PG&E's Demurrer and MTS ~Wltr·l\tf unopposed and, therefore, 

they should be granted on the grounds stated therein. 

PG&E's Demurrer is also supported by the Water Board's May 27, 2015 letter to 

See Castellon Deel., para 5. In the letter the Water Board discusses the basis of 

Plaintiffs claims at length. The Water Board notes that it has never established that PG&E is 

responsible for the presence of arsenic or uranium in Hinkley's ground water. It is stated that 

these constituents are present in the Hinkley area in a higher concentration than is usually found. 

23 
· Moreover, the Water Board notes that movement of these constituents could be caused by 

24 
agricultural practices that have been employed for decades in the Hinkley area by entities other 

25 

26 

27 

than PG&E. 

28 1332(a). 
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The Water Board also contradicts the basis of Plaintiffs claims related to the 

concealment of facts by identifying multiple documents produced by PG&E, dating back to 2012, 

as well as multiple locations where additional documents are publicly available. 

The Water Board's representations provide further support for PG&E's position that 

Plaintiffs claims are factually insufficient. Based on the lack of factual support for Plaintiffs 

claims, dismissal without leave to amend is appropriate. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

California law holds that a plaintiff does not maintain a right to dismiss an action when a 

loss is inevitable or when the request for dismissal is a tactical ploy. Both of these elements are 

present here. Plaintiff understands that a dismissal without leave to amend pursuant to PG&E's 

demurrer is inevitable and Plaintiff is attempting to circumvent that inevitability. In addition, 

Plaintiffs Request is made as a tactical ploy. Plaintiff wishes to dismiss this action and seek 

another forum in which to bring claims against PG&E. Working in conjunction with the other 

pro per plaintiffs, Plaintiff intends to bring multiple actions against PG&E in federal courts in 

several states outside of California. Plaintiff is motivated to seek a forum outside California by a 

stated desire to exclude the Water Board and other witnesses from future actions against PG&E 

in other states. Plaintiffs Request will not serve to complete this action but will only place 

further undue prejudice, burden and expense on PG&E and additional strain on the judicial 

system. California law prohibits such an outcome. 

Based on the foregoing, PG&E requests that the Court deny the Request and proceed with 

the hearing on PG&E's Demurrer and MTS. Moreover, because the Demurrer and Motion to 

strike are unopposed, PG&E request that the Court grant both motions in their entirety and 

dismiss Plaintiffs SAC without leave to amend. 

Dated: June 22, 2015 CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 

.. ----···1 
... ;;.~::~:~~- ' ···- ....•.. . ... 

By: <"/;~'~ ~ 
"';:>RuberrA:· Castellon·· ···· 

Alastair F. Hamblin 
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Attorneys for Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company 
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Pursuant to the Courf s June I, 2015 Order, Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

("PG&E") hereby submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding a plaintiff's right 

to voluntarily dismiss an action when a dispositive motion is pending. Pursuant to California 

law, the Plaintiff.A••••• ("Plaintiff') right to voluntarily dismiss this action is cut-off 

because the Plaintiff's request for dismissal without prejudice ("'Request") is a tactical ploy that 

will not resolve this action. The facts, show that Plaintiff is engaged in the act of forum 

shopping. Case law holds that attempting to dismiss a case as a tactical ploy is improper and, 

specifically, when a Plaintiff requests a dismissal to engage in forum shopping it imposes an 

unnecessary burden on the defendant and the Court system and improperly prejudices the 

defendant. 

To avoid undue prejudice, PG&E requests that if the Co~1"3smissal of this 

action pursuant to Plaintiff's Request that the dismissal be with prejudice. In the alternative, 

PG&E requests that the Court proceed with the hearing on the demurrer and motion to strike 

Plaintiff's operative second amended complaint ("SAC'') before rendering a decision regarding 

dismissal. 

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

On May 1, 2015, Plaintiff filed the SAC in this action. On May 20, 2015 PG&E filed and 

served a demurrer to the SAC ("Demurrer'') and a motion to strike portions of the SAC ("MTS"). 

See Castellon Deel., para. 3. The Demurrer specifically requested dismissal of Plaintiff's entire 

action with prejudice. Id. The Demurrer and MTS are currently set for hearing on June 25, 

2015. Id. 

On May 22, 2015, Plaintiff filed the Request. The Request states that Plaintiff seeks 

dismissal of PG&E "due to complete diversity jurisdiction." Plaintiffs in all of the pro per cases 

pending in this Court also filed requests for dismissal and with the exception of two, they all 

cited "complete diversity jurisdiction" as the basis for their request for dismissal. Further, 

around the time of the filing of the Plaintiffs Request all but one of the pro per plaintiffs filed 
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notices of change of address. These forms indicate that several of the plaintiffs now maintain 

addresses outside of the state of California. 

On June 1, 2015, the Court issued a minute order entitled "Further Order on Dismissed 

PG&E Cases" ("Minute Order"). In the Minute Order the Court stated the following: 

The law is unclear whether plaintiff had an absolute right to dismiss an action 
when a dispositive motion is pending .... In light of the uncertainty in the law, the 
Court will entertain argument on the issue at the scheduled hearing on 6/25/15 at 
8:30a.m. 

PG&E now submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding Plaintiffs right 

to dismiss this action when PG&E's dispositive motions are pending. 

Il. IF THE COURT ALLOWS PLAINTIFF TO DISMISS THE CASE, PG&E 

REQUESTS THAT THE DISMISSAL BE WITH PREJUDICE 

Plaintiffs right to dismiss their action is based on section 581 of the California Code of 

Civil Procedure. It is clear that, while a plaintiffs right to dismiss is generally upheld it is not 

absolute. There are several cases where California Courts have denied a plaintiff's request for 

dismissal when it is clear that the dismissal is a tactical ploy, including situations when a plaintiff 

attempts to dismiss a case with the intent to file it in another court. 

Here, the contents of the requests to dismiss and notices of change of address filed by all 

of the pro per plaintiffs makes it clear that the requested dismissal is simply a tactical ploy. 

Plaintiff does not truly intend to dismiss the action but will seek to bring his claims in another 

forum. Meanwhile, PG&E has expend~g significant sums defending Plaintiffs claims already 

and, if dismissal is granted without prejudice PG&E will only be subjected to additional costs 

and undue prejudice. Moreover, PG&E and the Court system will continue to be burdened by 

Plaintiff's claims. This is an improper outcome. In order to avoid undue prejudice, PG&E 

requests that any dismissal be granted with prejudice. 

A. Applicable Law 

California Code of Civil Procedure § 581 states that: 

An action may be dismissed in any of the following instances: 
(1) With or without prejudice, upon written request of the plamtiffto the clerk, 
filed with papers in the case, or by oral or written request to the court at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of the costs, if any. 
Cal. Code. Civ. Proc.§ 581 
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California cases hold that a plaintiff's right to dismiss the action without prejudice may 

be cut off where a dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thereon, if the dismissal 

appears to be a tactical ploy. SeeHardbrodt v. Burke (1996) 42 Cal.App.4th 168, 175 (request 

for dismissal without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in 

discovery dispute); Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 253, 257 

(request for dismissal without prejudice filed after expiration of time to file opposition to motion 

for summary judgment); See also Mary Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark (1996) 49 Cal.App.4th 765, 770 

(voluntary dismissal not pennitted after summary judgment hearing commenced and was 

continued to permit discovery). 

In the case Wells v. Marina City Properties, Inc.t 29 Cal.3d 781 (1981), the Court 

considered the issue of whether a plaintiff should be allowed to dismiss the case and refile in 

another Court after failing several attempts to amend his complaint to satisfy the Court that a 

cause of action was stated. The Wells Court held that "[t]o accept his present argument ... would 

allow him to reassert the same allegations in still another complaint, seeking a more favorable 

ruling from another court, rather than to proceed in a more appropriate, expeditious and final 

course to appeal on the legal sufficiency of those allegations. The obvious consequence of such a 

statutory construction would be to prolong, rather than to terminate, lawsuits. It would not serve 

the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. No good reason appears why 

encouragement should be given to such tactics, the effect of which is to expose the defendants to 

duplicative 'annoying and continuous litigation,' to burden our trial court with 'fruitless' 

proceedings, and to delay the ultimate resolution of the validity of the plaintiff's pleading.,, 

Wells at 788-789. The Wells Court continued, stating "[o]ur interpretation of Section 581 does 

not deny a plaintiff his day in court. It simply requires that he frame his allegations in order to 

state a cause of action; and if a plaintiff is unable to do so after an adequate and reasonable 

opportunity is afforded, he must proceed to a review of such legal determination by appeal, rather 

than seek another trial forum in which to reassert the same claims." Id. 

B. Plaintiff's Request for Dismissal is a Tactical Ploy and Plaintiff Should Not 
be Permitted to Dismiss the Case Without Prejudice 

Plaintiff's dismissal is a tactical ploy and, as such, the dismissal should be granted with 

prejudice, not without. Plaintiff intends to dismiss his action in this Court but he does not seek a 
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dismissal in a final resolution of his claims. Instead, Plaintiff intends to attempt to obtain 

recovery in another forum at the expense of PG&E. As will be explained below, the practice of 

forum shopping is improper and is disapproved ofbyboth state and federal courts1
• If Plaintiff is 

allowed to dismiss this case without prejudice and shop for a forum that he finds more suitable :it 

could lead to extreme prejudice to PG&E and an incredible undue burden on the judicial system. 

Plaintiff's intent to forum shop is established by the facts. All of the pro per plaintiffs, 

including Plaintiff, filed requests for dismissals. All but two of these requests stated that the 

grounds for dismissal was "due to complete diversity jurisdiction. Diversity jurisdiction is one of 

the two forms of jurisdiction that federal courts are required to have before they can hear a claim. 

Diversity jurisdiction allows federal courts to hear controversies ''between Citizens of different 

States." U.S. Constitution, Art. III, § 2. "The district Courts shall have original jurisdiction of 

all civil actions where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value of$75,000, and is 

between ... citizens of different States." 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a). It is clear that the pro per plaintiffs 

believe that diversity jurisdiction exists. It is also clear that there is no other reason to state that 

diversity jurisdiction exists unless the plaintiffs are attempting to establish federal diversity 

jurisdiction (i.e., plaintiffs are shopping for another forum for their claims). 

Around the time the pro per plaintiffs began filing their requests for dismissal, change of 

address notices were filed in all but one of the pro per cases. Many of these notices indicated that 

the named plaintiffs now maintain new addresses in states other than California, including 

Nevada, Arizona, Colorado, Texas, South Carolina, and Washington. The remainder of notices 

received by PG&E ( eight change of address notices identified on the docket were not received by 

PG&E) listed addresses in different counties of California. The majority of these notices were 

filed after the requests for dismissals were already filed. These change of address forms further 

confirm that the pro per plaintiffs intend to engage in forum shopping. Based on the statement in 

the requests for dismissal that complete diversity exists it is obvious that the concurrent mass 

filing of change of address notices is intended to support the manufacture of diversity 

' California law holds that Courts should not allow forum shopping. See Henderson v. Superior Court, 77 
Cal. App. 3d 583, 593-594 (Cal. App. 2d Dist. 1978); Appalachian Ins. Company v. Superior Court (1984) 162 
Cal.App.3d 427,438; Delfosse v. C.A.C.L, Inc.-Federal (1990) 218 Cal.App.3d683, 691. Also, in Hanna v. 
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jurisdiction. There can be no other reason plaintiffs have noticed changes of address after the 

requests for dismissals were filed other than an attempt to establish diversity jurisdiction. 

Plaintiff's ploy could not be more transparent. Aside from the fact that it is highly 

unlikely that all of the plaintiffs changed domicile at the same time, the facts support a theory 
' that Plaintiff has no intention of resolving his claims through dismissal. Instead, the pro per 

plaintiffs, including Plaintiff, intend to seek recovery in different forums. In addition, given the 

above facts, it is clear that if all of the pro per plaintiffs are allowed to dismiss their cases without 

prejudice then they will likely file a multiplicity of actions against PG&E in other California state 

Courts and in federal Courts around the Country. PG&E will be faced with litigation in multiple 

jurisdictions and the cost of defending all of these cases will be_ extremely high. Moreover, the 

burden on the Court will be extensive and significant. 

There is also a high possibility that the pro per plaintiffs' attempts to bring actions in 

federal court pursuant to diversity jurisdiction will fail. Federal law clearly holds that it is 

improper to attempt to manufacture diversity jurisdiction. "There must be an actual, not 

pretended, change of domicile; in other words, the removal must be a real one, animo manendi, 

and not merely ostensible." Morris v. Gilmer, 129 U.S. 315, 328 (internal citation omitted). The 

burden will fall to the plaintiffs that have noticed out of state addresses to prove that the new 

addresses are their place of domicile in order to establish that they are a citizen of that state. The 

party seeking to invoke federal jurisdiction bears the burden of demonstrating that the 

requirements of diversity are met. See Pollution Control Indus. Of America, Inc. v. Van Gundy, 

21 F.3d 152, 155. "A person's state citizenship is determined by their state of domicile, not their 

state of residence. A person is domiciled in a location where he or she has established a fixed 

habitation or abode in a particular place, and [intends] to remain there permanently or 

indefinitely." Lew v. Moss, (9th Cir. 1986) 797 F.2d 747, 749-750 (internal quotations omitted). 

It has further been held that "domicile is generally .a compound of physical presence plus an 

intention to make a certain definite place one's permanent abode." Weible v. United State, (9th 

Cir. 1957) 244 F.2d 158, 163. 

Plummer, 380 U.S. 460, the United States Supreme Court held that one of the aims ofth.e Erie rule was to discourage 
forum-shopping. See Hanna at 468. 
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Based on the hasty manner in which the pro per plaintiffs served their notices of change 

of address, following the claims of diversity jurisdiction made in the requests for dismissal, it is 

unlikely that the pro per plaintiffs who have indicated a new state of residence will be able to 

establish that they are, in fact, citizens of those states. This will inevitably lead to more cases 

filed in California courts against PG&E once the federal actions are rejected, further burdening 

the Court- system and prejudicing PG&E. 

In the Wells case, the Court identified just such prejudice to the defendant and burden on 

the Court system as a reason for disallowing the plaintiff to dismiss without prejudice. In that 

case, the plaintiff's dismissal came after the plaintiff failed to amend its complaint in the time 

allowed following the defendant's successful demurrer but that should not change the outcome 

here. In the cases Cravens and Melzark, supra, the Court refused to grant a dismissal without 

prejudice when no final ruling had been made on pending dispositive motions, similar to the 

situation here. If the plaintiffs are allowed to engage in this tactical ploy and forum shop until 

they find individual forums with which they are each satisfied, PG&E will be faced with 

significant prejudice and an incredible burden that will be placed on both the state and federal 

court systems. The plaintiffs, on the other hand, will not lose any rights because they have 

already had multiple attempts to amend their compiaint and they have repeatedly failed to state 

facts sufficient to state any actionable causes of action, as discussed in PG&E's Demurrer. As 

such, in order to prevent undue prejudice and a burden on the Court system, PG&E requests that 

the Court grant a dismissal, but with prejudice. 

III. IN THE ALTERNATIVE, PG&E'S DEMURRER AND MOTION TO STRIKE 

SHOULD BE GRANTED 

As discussed above, in order to deter the use of dismissals as a tactical ploy and to avoid 

prejudice to PG&E and a burden on the Court system, the Court should grant a dismissal with 

prejudice. In the alternative, PG&E requests that the Court hear its Demurrer and MTS before 

making a ruling on the Request. PG&E's Demurrer establishes that Plaintiff has, once again, 

failed to state a cause of action. The Demurrer also requests a dismissal with prejudice. There · 

are grounds stated in the demurrer for such an outcome. In addition, PG&E's Demurrer and 

MTS strike are unopposed and, therefore, they should be granted on the grounds stated therein. 
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As such, PG&E requests that the Court pennit it the opportunity to have its Demurrer and MTS 

heard because there is a possibility that a ruling granting these motions could prevent significant 

future prejudice. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

California law holds that a plaintiff does not maintain a right to dismiss an action when a 

request for dismissal is a tactical ploy. Plaintiff's Request is made as a tactical ploy. Plaintiff 

wishes to dismiss this action and seek another forum in which to bring claims against PG&E. 

Working in conjunction with the other pro per plaintiffs, Plaintiff intends to bring multiple 

actions against PG&E in federal courts in several states outside of California. Plaintiffs Request 

will not serve to complete this action but will only place further undue prejudice, burden and 

expense on PG&E and additional strain on the judicial system. California law prohibits such an 

outcome. 

Based on the foregoing, PG&E requests that the Court grant dismissal with prejudice or, 

in the alternative, proceed with the hearing on PG&E's Demurrer and MTS. Moreover, because 

the Demurrer and Motion to strike are unopposed, PG&E request that the Court grant both 

motions in their entirety and dismiss Plaintiffs SAC without leave to amend. 

Dated: June 24, 2015 CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 

By: 
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uben A. Castellon 
Alastair F. Hamblin 
Attorneys for Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
[C.C.P. § 1013, C.R.C.§ 2008, F.R.C.P. Rule 5] 

I, Skarleht Samayoa, state: 

I am a citizen of the United States. My business address is 81 I Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 
1025 Los Angeles, CA 90017 I am employed in the City and County of Los Angeles where this 
mailing occurs. · I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to this action. On the date 
set forth below, I caused to be served the foregoing document described as: 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES REGARDING THE PLAINTIFF'S RIGHT TO DISMISS AN ACTION 
WHEN DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS ARE PENDING 

on the following person(s) in this action by FIRST CLASS MAIL addressed as follows: 
Nick Panchev 
25633 Anderson Ave. 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Tel: 760-678-4708 
BY FIRST CLASS MAIL - I am readily familiar with my firm's practice for collection 

and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service, to-wit, that 
correspondence will be deposited with the United States Postal Service this same day in the 
ordinary course of business. I sealed said envelope and placed it for collection and mailing this 
date, folJowing ordinary business practices. 

BY FACSIMILE - I caused said document to be transmitted by Facsimile machine to the 
number indicated after the address(es) noted above. (As courtesy copy only.) 

BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY - I caused said document to be transmitted by Federal 
Express overnight delivery on the next business day to counsel at the address( es) noted above. 
(To Counsel for Defendants, deposited on [add date here] at 811 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1025, Los 
Angeles, CA 90017-2606. Los Angeles, California) 

X: BY PERSONAL SERVICE -ACE Attorney Service was directed to serve each 
envelope(s) by hand to the offices of the addressee(s). 

I declare W1der penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 
foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed this date at Los Angeles, 
California. 

June 24, 2015 

Skarleht Samayoa 
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EXHIBIT "4" 





VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 
Attn: for ET AL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

June 18, 2015 

The Honorable Leondra R. Kruger 
Supreme Court of California 
350 McAllister Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4 797 

The Honorable Leondra R. Kruger: 

The Victims are not seeking an opine, nor subject matter review from an appeal. 

Just to let you know of what is transpiring in the Superior Court County of San Bernardino, State 
of California. 

In Summary, the Victims, per attached hereto Volume, has voluntarily dismissed their 
cases, without prejudice, prior to trial, prior to hearings, prior to hearings on motions that should 
not be construed as being dispositive in the absence of conclusive hearing and in the absence of 
opportunity to file opposition by the adversary party, thus prejudicial to the Plaintiffs. 

Per attached hereto cover page within said Volume, the Minutes are seeking from the 
Plaintiffs to execute Memorandum of Points and Authorities, thereafter entered dismissal, and it 
appears that the Court is asking them to appear on filed motion for demurer and striking of the 
Plaintiffs SAC, which was timely filed thereafter granted leave of court to amend, which was 
filed by the Defendant just two days before the dismissal and the Plaintiffs have not even 
received such Motion, nor aware of that paper content. 

Said Minutes are citing just one "GENERALLY RYLAARSDAM, ET AL, CAL. PRAC. 
GUIDE: CIV. PRO. BEFORE TRIAL (TRG) 2014) 11:25-11:25.20, PP. 11-23-11-16 ((not 
construed as a majority to override). 

Those Plaintiffs should not be subjected to entertain such an order, on the following grounds: 

Absolute right to dismiss: Unless one of the exceptions below applies, plaintiffs right to 
dismiss anytime before trial is absolute. The clerk of the court has no discretion to refuse to enter 
the dismissal; and the court has no power to set it aside against plaintiffs will. [O'Dell v. 
Freightliner Corp. (1992) 10 CA4th 645,659, 12 CR2d 774, 781] CCP § 581(b) treats equally 
dismissals with or without prejudice with respect to the right to dismiss before commencement of 
trial. [Kyle v. Carmon (1999) 71 CA4th 901, 909, 84 CR2d 303, 308] 
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Procedure: A voluntary dismissal, with or without prejudice, may be accomplished before trial 

simply by plaintiffs written request to the court clerk; or by oral or written request t~he ¥ourt. 

[CCP § 58l(b)(l); see Sanabria v. Embrey (2001) 92 CA4th 422, 425-426, 1 l~itr~,i 
FORM: Request for Dismissal (Judicial Council form 982(a)(5)). See Cal. Prac. GuidtCiv. Pro. 
Before Trial FORMS (TRG). (1) [11:27a] 

Effective upon tender: The clerk of the court has no power to refuse a request for dismissal. The 
dismissal is effective upon tender, and all subsequent proceedings are void (other than issues 
relating to court costs and fees). [Aetna Cas. & Sur. Co. v. Humboldt Loaders, Inc. (1988) 202 
CA3d 921,931,249 CR 175, 181-182--immaterial that case had been consolidated for trial with 
another action] 

Not affected by 'fast track': Plaintiffs right to dismiss is not subject to fast track statutes and 
rules. Thus, although plaintiff may refile following a dismissal without prejudice (which may 
have the same effect as a stay or continuance), the court cannot set the dismissal aside and order 
a dismissal with prejudice. [Harris v. Billings (1993) 16 CA4th 1396, 1403, 20 CR2d 718, 722] 

Commencement of trial: The right to dismiss with or without prejudice exists 'at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of costs, if any.' [ CCP § 5 81 (b )( 1)] Once 
'trial' has commenced, a voluntary dismissal is generally allowed only with prejudice; see 
discussion at 1 11 :28 ff. (But there are qualifications as to what constitutes 'commencement of 
trial'; see 111:18 ff.) 

Statutory definition: Trial is deemed to 'actually commence at the beginning of the opening 
statement or argument of any party or his or her counsel, or if there is no opening statement, then 
at the time of the administering of the oath or affirmation to the first witness, or the introduction 
of any evidence.' [CCP § 58l(a)(6)] (b) [11:17.2] 

Interpreted to include proceedings not normally considered trials: Despite its precision, the 
statute is interpreted to encompass dispositive rulings before trial (see 111:18 ff.). 
'Commencement of trial' is held to be 'illustrative rather than exclusive of the circumstances 
under which a trial has begun.' [Gray v. Sup.Ct. (Hunter) (1997) 52 CA4th 165, 171, 60 CR2d 
428, 431 (emphasis added; internal quotes omitted)] 'Trial' includes 'the examination ... of the 
facts or law put in issue in a cause.' [Gray v. Sup.Ct. (Hunter), supra, 52 CA4th at 171, 60 CR2d 
at 431 (emphasis added)] [11 :17.3-17.4] Reserved. 

Dispositive rulings before trial: Although the statute says the right to dismiss continues until 
'actual commencement of trial,' that right is superseded by a ruling or determination that 
effectively disposes of plaintiffs case, thereby obviating the need for trial. [Gray v. Sup.Ct. 
(Hunter) (1997) 52 CA4th 165, 173, 60 CR2d 428,433; Malovec v. Hamrell (1999) 70 CA4th 
434,441, 82 CR2d 712, 717, fn. 4--right to voluntarily dismiss without prejudice (or even with 
prejudice) terminated at time of court's ruling disposing of case] 
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NO TACTICAL PLOY Compare--dismissal after dispositive motion filed as tactical ploy: 

Several cases hold plaintiffs right to dismiss the action without prejudice may be cut off where a 

dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thereon, if the dismissal appears to be a tactical 

ploy. [Hartbrodt v. Burke (1996) 42 CA4th 168, 175, 49 CR2d 562, 567--request for dismissal 

without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in discovery 

dispute; Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 CA4th 253,257, 60 CR2d 436, 438-­

same, after expiration of time to file opposition to motion for summary judgment; see also Mary 

Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark (1996) 49 CA4th 765, 770, 57 CR2d 4, 7--voluntary dismissal not 

permitted after summary judgment hearing commenced and was continued to permit discovery] 

[11:25.11-25.14] Reserved. 

Voluntary Dismissal Is Not Appealable. A voluntary dismissal under CCP §581 is not 

appealable. The entry of request for a dismissal is a ministerial, not judicial, act and no appeal 

lies from it. A willful dismissal without prejudice terminates that action for all time and afford 

the appellate court no jurisdiction to review motion made prior to dismissal. [ Gutkin v. 

University of Southern California, 101 CA4th 967, 975, 125, CR2d 115, 121 (2002) .] 

Preclusive Effect. Voluntary Dismissal Without Prejudice. By definition, a voluntary dismissal 

without prejudice is not a final judgment on the merits and therefore has no preclusive effect. 

[Syujy Enterprises v. City of Oakland, 104 CA4th 869,8979, 128 CR2d 808, 816, (2002).] 

When plaintiff files a valid request for dismissal without prejudice, it has the right to refile the 

action. [Zapata v. Universal Care, Inc., 107 CA4th 1167, 1174, 132 CR2d 842, 846-47 (2003).] 

No Demurrer taken under submission has occurred. If demurrer is taken under submission, 

the California should require the clerk to notify the parties of the ruling, but such notification 

does not constitute service of notice of the court's decision or order described in CCP § 472b. 

See Cal Rules of Ct 3 .1109( a)-( c ). 

Timing: The right to dismiss without prejudice expires upon 'the actual commencement of trial' 

(CCP § 581(b)). 'Trial' is interpreted broadly to include demurrers and motions that dispose of 

the litigation ( see ,i 11: 18 ff.). 

No SLAPP dismissal: If plaintiff voluntarily dismisses before the hearing on defendant's anti­

SLAPP motion (see ,i 7:207), the court cannot rule on the motion. Nevertheless, defendant is 

presumed to be the 'prevailing party' for purposes of attorney fees under the antiSLAPP statute 

(see ,i 11 :39.22a). 1. 

Plaintiffs Right to Dismiss Before Trial: Subject to exceptions noted below, plaintiff has the 

absolute right to dismiss the action 'any time before the actual commencement of trial.' [CCP § 

581(b )(1)] 
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Where dispositive pretrial ruling pending? It is unclear whether the mere pendency of a 
. dispositive demurrer or motion cuts off plaintiffs 'absolute' right to dismiss without prejudice. 
The Supreme Court has stated in dictum: '(W)e note that such right of voluntary dismissal ... 
would also not be impaired prior to a decision sustaining the demurrer.' [Wells v. Marina City 
Properties, Inc. (1986) 29 C3d 781, 789, 176 CR 104, 109 (emphasis in original); see also 
Christensen v. Dewor Developments (1983) 33 C3d 778, 785, 191 CR 8, 12-13--plaintiff could 

dismiss without prejudice while demurrer to first amended complaint pending (111 :19.2)] The 
meaning and effect of this dictum is unclear: (a) [11 :25.1] View that right to dismiss continues 
until ruling: Several cases interpret Wells to mean that the cut-off date on the right to dismiss 

without prejudice 'should run from some sort of ruling, at least when the motion to dismiss might 
be denied.' [M & R Properties v. Thomson (1992) 11 CA4th 899, 905, 14 CR2d 579, 582-583 
(emphasis added); Kyle v. Carmon (1999) 71 CA4th 901,912, 84 CR2d 303, 310--plaintiffmay 
voluntarily dismiss after defendant files antiSLAPP motion and hearing is held, but before court 
rules on motion; Zapanta v. Universal Care, Inc. (2003) 107 CA4th 1167, 1173-1174, 132 CR2d 
842, 846-847--voluntary dismissal filed before deadline for opposition to summary judgment 

motion was effective because 'case had not yet reached a stage where a final disposition was a 
mere formality'] 

Tentative ruling as bar? One case holds that as long as no actual ruling or order has been made, 
plaintiff can dismiss without prejudice even after learning of an adverse tentative ruling. [See 
Datner v. Mann Theatres Corp. of Calif. (1983) 145 CA3d 768, 771, 193 CR 676,678] 

Terminates jurisdiction as to claims or parties dismissed: As long as plaintiff has the right to 

dismiss voluntarily, the dismissal request must be given immediate effect. Except as noted 
below, a voluntary dismissal of an entire action deprives the court of both subject matter and 
personal jurisdiction. [Harris v. Billings (1993) 16 CA4th 1396, 1405, 20 CR2d 718, 723; 
Sanabria v. Embrey (2001) 92 CA4th 422,425, 111 CR2d 837, 839-- dismissal effective 
immediately as to party dismissed although action continued as to other parties] 

Ill 
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POISONED AQUIFERS WITH ARSENIC AND URANIUM, ENTIRE TOWN OF HINKLEY, CA 92347 

POISONED WITH/ CONCENTRATION LATIDUDE COORDINATES LONGITUDE COORDINATES AQUIFER# 
-

.• ~NIUM AT 70 pCi/L 34° 55' 58.20" N 117° 11' 55.46" w 1 

ARSENIC AT 2,500 ppb 34° 54' 27.22" N 117° 10' 34.43" w 2 

ARSENIC 130 ppb 34° 54' 41.49" N 117° 11' 16.92" w 3 

ARSENIC AT 740 ppb 
Alleged area coordinates (applicable) 34° 55' 45.35" N 117° 07' 21.99" w 6 
therefrom adjacent area coordinates 34° 56' 09. 70" N 111° 08' 08.19" W 88 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 55' 00.10" N 117° 13' 04.58" w 7 

ARSENIC AT 270 ppb 34° 55' 59.31" N 117° 11' 57.13" w 8 

URANIUM AT 35 pCUL 34° 54' 40.11" N 117° 07' 07 .49" w 10 

ARSENIC AT 57 ppb 35° 00' 56.45" N 117° 12' 13.30" w 11 

ARSENIC AT 34 ppb 35° 01' 43.44" N 111° 11' 51.61" W 12 

ARSENIC AT 9.9 ppb 43° 56' 12.41" N 117° 14' 00.13" w 13 

ARSENIC AT 350 ppb 35° 01' 55.43" N 117° 12" 19.21" w 14 

ARSENIC AT 140 ppb 35° 01' 46.10" N 117° 12' 27.24" w 16 

ARSENIC AT 73 ppb 34° 55' 24.01" N 117°13' 15.34" w 19 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 56' 17.58" N 117° 09' 05.62" w 21 

URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117° 12' 39.47" w 22 

URANIUM AT 70 pCUL 
Alleged area coordinates (applicable) 34° 55' 46.32" N 117°11' 50.31" w 1 
therefrom adjacent area coordinates 34° 55' 58.20" N 117°11' 55.46" w 23 

URANIUN AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117°12' 39.47"W 24 

I URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117°12' 39.47" w 25 

Page 1 of 3 



'-._./ ,, __ _,,. 

POISONED AQUIFERS WITH ARSENIC AND URANIUM, ENTIRE TOWN OF HINKLEY, CA 92347 

/ ~ISONED WITH / CONCENTARTION LATIDUDE COORDINATES LONGITUDE COORDINATES AQUIFER# 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 59' 44.96" w 117° 12' 26.32" w 26 

ARSENIC AT 470 ppb 34° 55' 40.25" N 117° 12' 12.61" w 27 

ARSENIC AT 46 ppb 34° 55' 10.12" N 117° 13' 05.60" w 28 

ARSENIC AT 150 ppb 34° 55' 04.54" N 117° 13' 04.59" w 29 

ARSENIC AT 79 ppb 35° 02' 39.28" N 117° 12' 09.67" W 30 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 55' 06.02" N 117° 08' 37 .94" w 33 

ARSENIC AT 210 ppb 34° 56' 30.76" N 117° 10' 57.21" w 37 

URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117° 12' 39.47" w 38 

\RSENIC AT 76 ppb 34° 54' 34.68" N 117° 11' 07.73" W 39 

ARSENIC AT 11 34° 54' 41.74" N 117° 11' 12.13" w 51 

ARSENIC AT 120 ppb 34° 56' 13.98" N 117° 11' 13.27 w 53 

ARSENIC AT 140 ppb 34° 56' 20.65" N 117° 11' 09.40" w 57 

ARSENIC AT 54 ppb 34° 56' 31.21" N 117° 11' 17.40" W 58 

ARSENIC AT 24 ppb 34° 55' 32.75" N 117° 07' 07.86" w 61 

ARSENIC AT 13 ppb 34° 51' 09.81" N 117° 11' 42.47" w 62 

ARSENIC AT 30 ppb 34° 56' 10.70" N 117° 12' 00.25" w 78 

ARSENIC AT 740 ppb 34° 56' 09.70" N 117° 08' 08.17" w 88 
34° 55' 46.44" N 117° 07' 39.28" w 

DDb - parts per billion for Arsenic pCi/L - picocurie per liter and ua/L - microgram per liter .for Uranium 
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TABLE Test results by three analytical, state certified, laboratories of drinking water in aquifers beneath the real properties Identified by APN, within the holding time 

No. Victim's Name Hinklev 92347 Address APN Aaulfer Poisoned With Concentration SamoleNo. 
1 Annette Airo 21256 Ash St. 0494-272-01 Uranium 70 pCi/L (western area) 1 

2 Tonja and Craig Dishmon 2227 4Community Blvd 0494-031-38 Arsenic 2,500 ppb (western area) 2 

3 Llovd and Barbara Vinson 36327 Hinkley Rd 0494-031-04 Arsenic 130 ppb (western area) 3 
6 Nick Panchev (neighbor results) 37350 Lenwood Rd 0497-201-09 Arsenic 740 ppb (eastern area) 6 

7 Moises Toledo I Juliana Martinez 36633 Hidden River Rd. 0494-163-08 Arsenic 19 ppb (western area 7 
8 Victor Suarez and Sarav Ordaz 37531 Mulberry Rd 0494-272-02 Arsenic 270 ooh (western area) 8 
10 William and Carolyn Bolin 36310 Lenwood Rd 0497-031-13 Uranium 35 pCi/L (eastern area) 10 
11 Keith Hawes 42100 Friends St 0489-193-05 Arsenic 57 ppb (northern area) 11 ( 

12 Columbia Garza 21430 Tobacco Rd 0489-271-48 Uranium 34 ua/L (northern area) 12 
13 Noel and Jane Corby 19660 Alcudia Rd 0495-161-09 Arsenic 9.8 ppb (western area} 13 
14 Shirley Holcroft 21480 Brown Ranch Rd 0489-261-04 Arsenic 350 ppb (northern area) 14 

16 Ronald Brown 42750 Orchard Rd 0489-182-08 Arsenic 140 ppb (northern area) 16 
19 Robert Richards 20262 W. HWY 58 0494-061-38 Arsenic 73 oob (western area) 19 
21 Herbert Nethery 23394 Alcudia Rd 0495-031-16 Arsenic 19 oob (eastern area) 21 
22 Alta Findley 36816 Hillview Rd. 0494-142-14 Uranium 49 ua/L (western area) 22 
23 Clell Courtney (neighbor results) Flower Rd. 0494-331-02 Uranium 70 pCI/L (western area) 23 
24 Janet Shultz 36827 Hillview Rd 0494-143-22 Uranium 49 ua/L (western area) 24 
25 Andrea.eet:Fv I .A J; I I ,'n_vVZ c;. 36796 Hillview Rd 0494-142-16 Uranium 49 ug/L (western area) 25 
26 Norman/ Gary/ Olive Halstead 20455 Halstead Rd. 0489-193-31 Arsenic 19 ppb (northern area) 26 
27 Robert Miller/ Donna 37241 Sycamore St. 0494-092-06 Arsenic 470 ppb (western area) 27 

28 Charles Matthiesen 36771 Hidden River Rd 0494-153-10 Arsenic 46 oob (western area) 28 
29 David Matthiesen 36709 Hidden River Rd 0494-163-10 Arsenic 150 oob (western area) 29 
30 Agustin Carrera 43595 Orchard Rd 0489-251-01 Arsenic 79 oob (northern area) 30 
33 Aurang Khan (neighbor results) 36693 Anson Ave 0494-241-27 Arsenic 24 DPb (easteml area) 33 
37 John Ramirez 38006 Pueblo Rd 0495-073-10 Arsenic 210 oob (central area) 37 
38 Richard Heiser 36805 Hillview Rd 0494-143-21 Uranium 49 ug/L (western area) 38 
39 Charles Jenkins /Darlene 21884 Catskill Rd 0494-031-77 Arsenic 76 DPb (western area) 39 
51 Adolfo and Marina Riebeling 21818 Pioneer Rd 0494-031-49 Arsenic 11 ppb (western area) 51 
53 Ken Nitao 37781 Hinkley Rd 0495-061-13 Arsenic 120 ppb (western area) 53 
57 Jose Ornelas, Rosalba H 21825 Pera Rd 0495-062-04 Arsenic 140 DDb (western area) 57 
58 Matsue Matthiesen Hinkley Rd 0495-071-03 Arsenic 54 ppb (western area) 58 
61 Gilberto/ Esoeranza Velazquez 37136 Lenwood Rd 0497-211-41 Arsenic 24 oob (eastern area) 61 
62 Joel Christison 33245 Hinkley Rd 0420-071-13 Arsenic 13 DPb (southern area) 62 
78 Oscar Urbina 2118 Santa Fe Ave. 0494-291-02 Arsenic 30 oob (western area) 78 
88 Kim and Min 37679 Dixie Rd 0497-201-01 Arsenic 7 40 ppb (eastern area) 88 



Poisoned Aquifers and poisoned within Drinking and Whole House Ground Waters with Hexavalent Chromium, based upon disclosure 
presented by Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Plume Map, located adjacent, or within, and beneath the real properties of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company. (Codified into Law Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 10 parts per billion (ppb), effective July 01, 2014, is 
applicable, as of date, to all owned real properties (over 300) by Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley, CA 92347 

No. Monitorin!!/Extraction Water Well Result in ppb No. Monitorin!!/Extraction Water Well Result in ppb 
1 SA-MW-05D 4600 51 MW-13 30 
2 SA-MW-10D 2800 52 MW-145 29 
3 SA-SM-02S 1900 53 MW-38B 28 
4 MW-15 1420 54 CA-MW-411S 27 
5 SA-MW-20D 1400 55 MW-179D 26 
6 MW-llB 1400 56 MW-182S 25 
7 SC-MW-26D 1100 57 MW-39D 23 
8 MW-20 940 58 MW-28B 23 
9 SA-SM-01S 780 59 X-16 23 

10 SA-MW-11S 530 60 MW-10 27 
11 SA-MW-09S 510 61 MW-109 22 
12 SA-MW-06S 510 62 CA-MW-508D 20 
13 PT2-MW-10 480 63 SA-SM-10D 18 
14 SA-MW-07D 470 64 EX-29 19 
15 SA-SM-08D 420 65 EX-15 18 
16 SC-MW-215 380 66 MW-28A 17 
17 SA-MW-26S 380 67 MW-154-S1 17 
18 SA-MW-21S 380 68 SA-SM-10D 18 
19 PMW-03 340 69 CA-MW-506D 15 
20 SC-MW-03D 330 70 EX-20 14 
21 SA-MW-16D 330 71 CA-MW-510D 12 
22 SA-MW-12S 330 72 MW-43 13 
23 MW-118RD 290 73 MW-27A 12 
24 MW-180RD 290 74 MW-50S 12 
25 MW-193-S3 275 75 MW-41S 11 
26 SA-MW-17S 270 
27 MW-178S 250 
28 SA-MW-04S 230 
29 MW-178D 170 
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Poisoned Aquifers and poisoned within Drinking and Whole House Ground Waters with Hexavalent Chromium, based upon disclosure 
presented by Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Plume Map, located adjacent, or within, and beneath the real properties of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company. (Codified into Law Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 10 parts per billion (ppb), effective July 01, 2014, is 
applicable, as of date, to all owned real properties (over 300) by Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley, CA 92347 

30 MW-36 130 
31 SC-MW-13S 120 
32 MW-17 120 
33 CA-MW-302D 110 
34 SA-MW-18D 100 
35 SA-SM-11D 96 
36 CA-MW-405D 94 
37 CA-MW-107D 89 
38 CA-MW-315D 78 
39 CA-MW-402S 77 
40 CA-MW-108S 70 
41 SC-MW-38D 65 
42 MW-42B2 47 
43 CA-MW-412D 45 
44 MW-193-S2 42 
45 MW-04 41 
46 MW-108S 36 
47 MW-03 35 
48 MW-42-Bl 34 
49 MW-182D 33 
50 CA-MW-312D 32 
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EXHIBIT "B" 





FACTS 

FACTS ABOUT AQUIFER 

6. An aquifer is an underground layer of water-bearing permeable rock or unconsolidated 
materials (gravel, sand, or silt) from which groundwater can be extracted using water well. The study of 
water flow in aquifers and the characterization of aquifers is called hydrogeology. 

FACTSABOUTABANDONEMENTOFAQUIFERS 

If treatment or remediation of polluted groundwater is deemed to be difficult or expensive, then abandoning 
the use of aquifer's groundwater and finding an altemative source of water is the only other option. 

FACTS ABOUT LEGISLATION 

7. In November 2006, the Environmental Protection Agency published the Ground Water Rule in 
the United States Federal Register. The EPA was worried that the ground water system would be vulnerable 
to contamination from fecal matter. The point of the rule was to keep microbial pathogens out of public water 
sources. The 2006 Ground Water Rule was an amendment of the 1996 Safe Drinking Water Act. The ways to 
deal with groundwater pollution that has already occurred can be grouped into the following categories: 
Containing the pollutants to prevent them.from migrating.further; removing the pollutants.from the aquifer; 
remediating the aquifer by either immobilizing or detoxifying the contaminants while they are still in the 
aquifer (in-situ); treating the groundwater at its point of use; or abandoning the use of this aquifer's 
groundwater and finding an alternative source of water. 

FACTS ACCORDING TO UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY (USGS) 

At link: http://water.usgs.gov/nawqa/trace/pubs/gw v38n4/ 

8. "Concentrations of naturally occurring arsenic in ground water vary regionally due to a 
combination of climate and geology. Although slightly less than half of 30,000 arsenic analyses of ground 
water in the United States were =< 1 µg/L, about 10% exceeded 10 µg/L. At a broad regional scale, 
moderate to high arsenic concentrations appear to increase from east to west across the United States, 
although high concentrations exist in all physiographic provinces. Arsenic concentrations in ground water of 
the Appalachian Highlands and the Atlantic Plain generally are very low. Concentrations are somewhat 
greater in the Interior Plains and the Rocky Mountain System. Ground water in the lntermontane Plateaus 
and Pacific Mountain System of the western United States more commonly contains arsenic concentrations 
> 10 µg/L compared with that in the eastern physiographic provinces. Investigations during the last decade 
in New England, Michigan, Minnesota, South Dakota, Oklahoma, and Wisconsin suggest that moderate to 
high arsenic concentrations (> 10 µg/L) are more widespread and common than previously recognized 
''High" concentrations are de.fined as above the Environmental Protection Agency's established Maximum 
Contaminant Levels (MCLs) or other non-regulatory health-based levels for constituents or elements not 
having MCls. " 

9. At Link: http://www.moiavewater.org/{ileslHelendaleFaultStudy03-4069.pdf 
Page 41: "Arsenic concentrations in water from nine wells in the regional aquifer ranged from less than the 
detection limit of 2 to 13 0 µg/L with a median concentration of 11 µg/L " 

ACCORDING TO STAKEHOLDERS, AQUIFERS ARE ALSO "PRIVATE WATER SYSTEMS" 

10. Typically, private water systems that serves more than 25 people at least 60 days of the year and 
have more than 15 service connections are regulated by the EPA. Polluted ground water could cause illness. 

FACTS ABOUT GROUND WATER AND DOMESTIC WATER WELL 

11. When rainfalls, much.of it is absorbed into the ground Water that's not used by plants moves 
downward through pores and spaces in the rock until it reaches a dense layer of rock water trapped below 
the ground in the pores and spaces above the dense rock barrier is called ground water, and this is the water 
we get when we drill wells. Another common term for ground water is "aquifer" or "ground water aquifer." 
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FACTS ABOUT ARSENIC IN GROUND WATER 

Fact Sheet For Arsenic 
12. Per the State of California Lahontan Water Board Attachment G, Page 6 , ... "the federal and state 

MCL for arsenic is 10 µg/L. The US Geological Survey conducted sampling for various constituents in wells in 

the Mojave Water Agency management area.from 1991 to 1997, including wells in the Hinkley area. The study 

found arsenic in wells (up to 200 feet in depth) ranging.from less than lµg/L to 12 µg/L with most 

concentrations under 10 µg/L. While the USGS study was conducted after the release of chromium from the 

Hinkley Compressor Station, sampling occurred before the use of carbon amendment injections to 

groundwater, and thus reflects levels prior to in-situ remediation". Thus, the In-Situ I Agricultural operations, 

implemented by PG&E, has subsequently caused (anthropogenic causation factor) the poisoning of ground 

waters with Arsenic, at substantially more than the average of 3 ppb for naturally occurring arsenic in ground 

waters, now found at almost all wells. Arsenic is released from a variety of anthropogenic sources (USEP A), 

including waste incineration. (not limited to industrial facility's cooling towers). These anthropogenic releases 

of arsenic can elevate environmental arsenic concentrations. Human exposure to arsenic can result in a 
variety of chronic and acute effects. In particular, there is evidence that associates chronic arsenic ingestion 

at low concentrations with increased risk of skin cancer, and that arsenic may cause cancers of the lung, liver, 

bladder, kidney, and colon (ATSDR, 1998). Because of the human health risks associated with arsenic, 

USEP A regulates the level of arsenic in drinking water at MCL of 10 ppb and Legal Reporting Limit at 2 ppb. 

[Mandatory]. (Anthropogenic Sources of Arsenic is from man-made sources, such as In-Situ and Agricultural 

Operations, implemented by PG&E in Hinkley, CA) 

FACTS ABOUT URANIUM IN GROUND WATER 

Fact Sheet for Uranium 
13. The average concentration of uranium in the groundwater of the United States is about 2 pCi per liter 

(pCi/L). The average concentration in US. soils is about 2 pCi/g (3 ppm); The US. Environmental Protection 

Agency's (EPA) dr,inking water standard for uranium is 20 pCi/L (EPA 2009). Uranium present in the rocks 

and soil as a natural constituent represents natural background levels. Average Uranium Concentrations in 

Drinking Water for California was reported at average of 2. 7 pCi/L (picocuries per liter). Gross beta particles 

are a form of radiation that can pollute drinking water when disturbances, such as In-Situ Remediation for 

Hexavalent Chromium is in place, which mobilizes radioactive minerals. Gross beta radiation is a known 

human carcinogen. Because any level of exposure to gross beta radiation can cause cancer, EPA has set a 

health goal of zero for this radioactive contaminant. Any exposure to this radioactive 

contaminant poses cancer risk. The maximum level set by EPA is at 15 pCi/L and the required by law 
disclosure on detection level is at 1 pCi/L. Therefore, anthropogenic (human activities, such as PG&E's In­

Situ and Agricultural Treatment operations, are the cause for poisoning ground waters, not natural processes 

as the cause. Concentration for Uranium, greater than the background level (naturally occurring leveV of 2. 7 
pCi/L must be immediately investigated by the regulatory governmental agencies. Concentration greater than 
the legal reporting limit of 1 pCi/L, trigger mandatory disclosure as required by law. 

FACTS ABOUT SAMPLING OF GROUND WATER IN AQUIFER 

14. SAMPLING Two persons Required- "clean hand" and "dirty hand". No purging (rinsing well casing 
prior to sampling, since it will dilute and/or cause oxidation in event Arsenic and or Uranium are dissolved 
and/or in decay stage, and total, (not.filtered) sample sent to analytical laboratory will indicate the true result. 
EPA Method of filtering a sample prior to laboratory's test, by injection tool with filter attached at the end, is 
construed as filtered sample, and water sample will not indicate the true reading of any toxic substance. 

-------------------- -2- ___________________ _ 



FACTS ABOUT MOVEMENT OF GROUND WATER 
Fact Sheet For Ground Water Movement 

15. Per UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY (USGS) "Water is recharged to the groundwater 
system by percolation of water from precipitation and then flows to the stream through the groundwater 
system". "Water pumped from the groundwater system causes the water table to lower and alters the 
direction of groundwater movement. Some water that flowed to the stream no longer does so and some water 
may be drawn in from the stream into the groundwater system, thereby reducing the amount of streamflow. " 
"Contaminants introduced at the land surface may infiltrate to the water table and flow towards a point of 
discharge, either the well or the stream. ". 
"There are three types of movement of groundwater or the water table that we should be familiar with: 
percolation of infiltrated water, raising and lowering of the water table, and downslope flow of groundwater. " 

"Permeability is a measure of how fast water will flow through connected openings in soil or rock. " "The 
capacity of soil or rock to hold water is called porosity. " "Water seeping into an aquifer is known as 
recharge. " "Groundwater that becomes trapped under impermeable soil or rock may be under pressure. This 
is called a confined or artesian aquifer. " "Groundwater moves very slowly from recharge areas to discharge 
points. Flow rates in aquifers are typically measured in feet per day. Flow rates are much faster where large 
rock openings or crevices exist (often in limestone) and in loose soil, such as coarse gravel. " 

"Induced pressure in the aquifer's ground water is due to excessive pumping in connection therewith the 
In-Situ and Agricultural Treatment Operation, and creates unstable ground water movement in all directions, 
not just down gradient, and in such an event, the saturated areas in many aquifers beneath the town of 
Hinkley, CA 92347is prone to receive poisonous substances at various times and at various concentration 
over the regulatory maximum legal limits. While, recharge or other hydrostatic pressure could alter the 
ground water movement, the fact that excessive pumping has occurred and is occurring, is the most certain 
cause for chaotic ground water movement, causing unprecedented cross contamination with toxic substances 
that were disturbed due to such excessive'pumping, including but not limited to excessive irrigation of many 
alfalfa fields in Hinkley, CA 92347resulted there.from the In-Situ and Agricultural Treatment Operation. Other 
causes for chaotic movement of ground water saturated with disturbed and dissolved toxic substances are 
other, deemed as experimental methods, such as bioreactor and other, deemed as failed operations to remove 
the historic contamination of Hexavalent Chromium for 60-years, out of aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 92347" 

FACTSABOUTPURPORTEDLOCKHARTEARTHQUAKEFAULT 
Fact Sheet For Purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault 

16. "Certain Earthquake Faults in California are undetermined and therefore construed as purported to 
exist, and are unconfined and have no surface expression (no surface trace like other certain faults), including 
but not limited to the Lockhart Earthquake Fault, purported to be located within the town of Hinkley, CA 
92347, and therefore construed as not only highly speculative in regards to location in the town of Hinkley, 
CA 92347, but highly speculative as to cause impediment in ground water movement within the Hinkley, CA 
92347 aquifers." 
According to California State University, Fullerton Department of Geological Sciences, Reports and Maps, 
link:http://groundwater.fullerton.edu/Mojave _Water_ Agency/Basin_ Reports _files/Harper%20Lake%20Basin 
%20Watershed%20Report%20Final.pdf, Page 21 Map, the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault is not 
located in the town of Hinkley, CA 92347, and is at least 14-miles away from Hinkley, CA 92347, including 
but not limited to that there is no impediment to ground water movement in the aquifers within the town of 
Hinkley, CA 92347 further supported non-existence at Map of Page 158. 
"Substantial testing of aquifers in the town of Hinkley, CA 92347 was recently conducted and during 1968-
1978 testing by Department of Interior, in the vicinity of the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault and the 
facts remains that due to results of tests on each side of the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault, yielded 
detection of toxic substances, including but not limited to recently detected Arsenic and Uranium" 
"Any other scientific theory attempting to contradict such facts exhibited herein are construed as highly 
speculative and biased, and therefore inadmissible". 
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FACTS ABOUT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS AND IN-SITU OPERATIONS 

Fact Sheet For Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations 

17. Based upon the facts described herein below, treatment technology fo_r Chromium (VI), by the purported 
"Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations", more specifically described therein link: 

"http://engr.uconn.edu/-baholmen/docs/ENVE290W/National%20Chromium%20Files%20From%20Luke/Cr 
(V1)%20Handbook/L1608 COB.pd(, appear to be highly speculative, since removal of Chromium (VI) from 
ground drinking water is more difficult to remove, and there is no factual evidence that the Chromium (VI) is 
converted to Chromium (III) by implementation of purported "Agricultural Treatment Operations nor by the 
purported In-Situ Operation ". 

"Treatment Technologies for Chromium(VI). 

H exavalent Chromium Cr(Vl) is far more mobile than Cr(III) and more difficult to remove from water. 

It is also the toxic form of Cr, presumably owing to the stronger oxidizing potential and membrane transport 
ofCr(VI) (Katz and Salem, 1992). 
Typically, natural Cr concentrations are dwarfed by anthropogenic contamination. Dissolved concentrations 
of total Cr in groundwater from natural processes are typically below 10 mg/I (Richard and Bourg, 1991). A 
yellow color is imparted to the water at about 1 mg/I Cr(VI) (Palmer and Wittbrodt, 1991) 

8.1.4 Physical Remediation Processes Chemical and biochemical processes render Cr(VI) unavailable by 
converting it to the less toxic and less mobile Cr(IIJ) form. 

Physical processes separate Cr(VI) from the contaminated media (such as groundwater extraction) capture 
the extracted Cr (using ion exchange resins or granular activated carbon (GAC)), and/or isolate the 
contamination. " 

8.2.3 Containment Other technologies focus on preventing the spread of contamination into larger areas. 

These containment technologies include stabilization or solidi- fication, biostabilization, phytostabilization, 
precipitation, encapsulation, and vitrification of soil. Slurry walls and other physical barriers are used for 
groundwater containment. 
Passive in-situ remediation can be achieved by permeable reactive barriers, and hydraulic containment can 
be attained through pump-and-treat (this process may be enhanced by addition of surfactants). 
Containment technologies focus on either isolating the contaminants (in the case of in-situ slurry walls) or 
immobilizing them. 
Passive remediation may occur as groundwater leaves the containment zone, as in the case of permeable 
reactive barriers. 
However, no attempt is made to decrease concentrations of Cr(VI) within the containment zone. In summary, 
remediation technologies focus on either decreasing toxicity (reducing Cr(VI) to Cr(IJI)), removing Cr from 
soil/groundwater or confining the Cr to a certain area. 

8.5 Containment Technologies Containment technologies are used to either physically stop the spreading of 
groundwater plumes or to chemically immobilize contaminants in a nonexchangeable, insoluble form. 

Most containment technologies are performed in-situ, with the exception of soil vitrification prior to landfill 
disposal. 
Groundwater containment technologies involve the construction of a physical, chemical, or hydraulic barrier 
that isolates the impacted zone, either directing impacted water through a treatment zone or stopping its 
migration. 

-------------------- -4- ___________________ _ 



18. AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS I IN-SITU REMEDIAL OPERATION'S FACTS 

According to Pacific Gas and Electric Company own admission, at PG&E's website link: 

http://www.pgecurrents.com/2011 /03/30/pge-continues-work-to-cleanup-hinkley-starts-community-group/ 

Such operations are purported to "convert Chromium (V) to Chromium (Ill), by pumping ground drinking 
water contaminated with Chromium and irrigating the roots of alfalfa in alfalfa.fields and such alfalfa roots, 
by microbial process, are purported to convert the Chromium (VJ) to Chromium (III)", which assertions are 
also highly speculative. In September 2010, PG&E presented a feasibility study to the Water Board 
Additional documents were submitted in January and March of2011. The company's recommended 
alternative uses in-situ treatment in areas with higher concentrations, and agricultural treatment in areas with 
lower concentrations. PG&E estimates that it will take 40 years for the cleanup to achieve background levels 
of chromium. The in-situ process starts by injecting food-grade material, such as grain alcohol, into the 
groundwater to stimulate the growth of naturally occurring bacteria. 
This bacteria turns hexavalent chromium into trivalent chromium, a naturally occurring substance. Once 
converted, the trivalent chromium leaves the groundwater and become part of the surrounding soil. 
The agricultural treatment removes chromium by growing crops, such as alfalfa. 
Water is pumped through a drip-irrigation system where the root zone of a crop creates conditions that turn 
hexavalent chromium into trivalent chromium, a naturally occurring substance. 
Once converted, the trivalent chromium leaves the groundwater and become part of the surrounding soil. 

(FACT is that such bacteria may convert Chromium Ill, but not convert Chromium (VI). 

FACTS ABOUT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS AND IN-SITU OPERATIONS 
CAUSING FURTHER CONTAMINATION OF AQUIFERS AND GROUND DRINKING WATER 
WITH OTHER TOXIC SUBSTANCES, INCLUDING ARSENIC AND URANIUM 

Fact Sheet For Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations Causing Further 
Contamination of Aquifers and Ground Drinking Water With Other Toxic Substances, Including 
Arsenic and Uranium 

19. Based upon the facts described herein below, the purported Agricultural Treatment Operations and In­
Situ Operations has caused.further poisoning of the Aquifers and Ground Drinking Water beneath the town 
Hinkley, CA 92347 with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historical, lasting sixty years to date, 
poisoning with Hexavalent Chromium, also known as Chromium (VJ) and Cr6+, to wit: 

·Per the State of California "CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD LAHONTAN 
REGION BOARD ORDER NO. R6V-2014-0023 WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR PACIFIC GAS 
AND ELECTRIC COMP ANY GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION PROJECT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT 
UNITS WDIDNO. 6B361403002" link: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/fahontan/water issues/proiects/pge/cao/docs/refs/31 r6v 2014 0023.pdf 

"13. Constituents of Concern. The discharge of extracted groundwater to agricultural treatment units 
contains waste chromium originating from the compressor station. Extracted groundwater also contains total 
dissolved solids, nitrate, naturally-occurring uranium and other radionuclides, and naturally-occurring 
dissolved metals, such as arsenic, _ manganese, and iron. " 

Per the State of California, Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board, as of April 2011, the Board was 

concerned that Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Agricultural and In-Situ Operations, consisting of ground 

water extraction for such operations, did contain dissolved Arsenic and in decay Uranium and radionuclides. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PERATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

INTRODUCTION 

1. Commencing July 1952, for over a decade and half, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), 

discharged into large open unlined ponds, huge quantity of waste water from the cooling towers, containing the 

highly toxic and carcinogenic Hexavalent Chromium, with concentration over 5,000 ppb (parts per billion), 

located on owned property by PG&E, located in Hinkley, California 92347, the N.G. Compressor's Station. 

2. To date, June 18, 2015,just about sixty three years later, despite claims by PG&E, that some of the 

Hexavalent Chromium was abated from the drinking water within the aquifers beneath certain portions of the 

town of Hinkley, CA 92347, the fact remains that the Hexavalent Chromium is not removed from the drinking 

water within all aquifers beneath the entire town of Hinkley, CA 9234. As a direct result thereof such poisoning, 

PG&E acquired hundreds of residences and immediately demolish them, further causing severe diminution in 

property value, virtually to zero dollar, public nuisance, and the town of Hinkley is now virtually resembling a 

ghost town, with worthless remaining real properties, and has further caused and is causing to most of the 

remaining few inhabitants in the town of Hinkley myriad of illnesses and diseases, including but not limited to 

premature and wrongful death, with majority of the residents, who did left Hinkley to other towns and states in 

United States, are now in fear of becoming very ill and prematurely dying. 

3. Recently discovered by the remaining Victims in the town of Hinkley, CA, (remaining at no other 

alternative, stranded due to unable to dispose their real properties to no one), during the past nine months, was 

the fact that the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the entire town of Hinkley, California 92347, (the 

aquifer is the only source of drinking water since beginning of time for the town of Hinkley, aquifer construed 

as a public water), was also poisoned with the primary, highly toxic and carcinogenic byproduct's substances 

Arsenic and Uranium, resulted therefrom PG&E various operations, aimed to remove the Hexavalent Chromium 

from the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the town of Hinkley, CA 92347. Including but not limited to 

with other byproducts such as Manganese, now an aquifer so severely poisoned with the most highly toxic and 

carcinogenic substances, deemed in irreparable status. In fact, the entire town of Hinkley is a Superfund site. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PER ATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

4. Regardless of the intensified complaints by the Victims, during the past nine months, virtually in 

Volumes, nothing has resulted in removing the Arsenic and Uranium from the drinking water within the 

aquifers, nor there was any action, in appropriate magnitude, by any Governmental agencies, charged with 

oversight and enforcement, specifically aimed at Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), to remove their 

byproducts Arsenic and Uranium therefrom the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the entire town of 

Hinkley, CA 92347. There are no other known polluters-contaminators-dischargers in the town of Hinkley, CA 

9234 7, other than PG&E. 

5. Despite the outcry by the Victims, many are just now diagnosed with terminal cancers and 

many have their skin within the body virtually falling off, with white spots, some bleeding, some dark as a tar, 

resulted therefrom utilizing the poisoned water for bating, due to that there is no other water for such use, no 

governmental agencies charged with oversight and enforcement, has, or are whatsoever seeking apprppriate 

actions against the only known polluter-contaminator-discharger PG&E. Such no-actions by the Regulatory 

Agencies is construed by the Victims as inhumane and are incomprehensible. 

6. In light of what is transpiring, there is now more than obvious that PG&E was, and now is being 

vigorously shielded from investigation and prosecution, all to the extreme detriment to the Victims. 

7. Furthermore, recent letter from Governmental agency, addressed to one of the Victims, stipulates 

that the People from Hinkley (the Victims) could be "adversary" to the Government. Since when the 

Government envisions that the Victims, the citizens of this free country, are an adversary to the Government. 

This is beyond any human dignity and comprehension. 

8. No SLAPP actions, nor any other stipulations restricting the citizens inherent constitutional rights 

in this free country, particularly aimed at the Victims, will deter the Victims quest to have the truth, particularly 

the fact that the aquifers, as a public source for drinking water to which more than 25 connections are made, 

being the case for the entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347, is poisoned by PG&E with byproducts Arsenic and 

Uranium, particularly with the anthropogenic Arsenic, at concentration of 2,500 ppb. (Legal Limit is 10 ppb ). 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
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9. Distinctively, it is incomprehensible the so called Study of Naturally Occurring Hexavalent 

Chromium, for which PG&E did cut a check to the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board for Four 

Million Dollars, dep~'s account. The Victims has and are vigorously observing of what is Dr. 

Izbicky from USGS performing. Attempting to find the "illusionary" naturally occurring Hexavalent 

Chromium in Hinkley, CA 92347, thus reducing the strict legal liability for PG&E. In fact fi-j[i,itudy is 

deemed by the Victims as incomprehensible, vague and ambiguous, further deemed as 'junk science". 

IJ•. · :..,. 10. During all time, since August 2000, the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board was 

strictly involved with the Hehavalent Chromium issue, and nothing meaningful was done to address the Arsenic-

entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347s was safe to drink and utilize for all other purposes. 

11. Now, based upon intense investigation conducted by the Victims since September 2014, the 

a11t£Mitntiary fac'CW-~'o.at the drinking water and all other potable waters within the aquifers beneath the 

entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347 was not safe to drink and use, since 2008. 

12. The Victims has delivered, about ten days ago, 35 laboratory's containers with sampled water 

from the aquifers, within all locations the Victims real properties are situated to US EPA Criminal Investigation 

Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire BpJu llit 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017. WECK 

Laboratory, City of Industry, CA has contacted the Victims, disclosing receipt from the US EPA CID. 

13. The Victims has delivered on June 15, 2015, 35 laboratory containers with sampled water from the 

aquifers within all locations the Victims real properties are situated, to Western Environmental Laboratory, Las 

Vegas, NV and the Exhibits referencing the Laboratories are attached hereto this paper. 

14. Upon received results from said laboratories of the tested drinking water exhibits of being poisoned 

with Arsenic at concentration greater that the maximum legal limit of IO ppb (parts per billion), and Uranium at 

concentration greater than 20 pCi/L (picocurie per liter) or 30 ug/L (micrograms per liter), the Victims will press 

charges against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) with all law'8ibibf:.nent agencies, charged with 

investigation and prosecution, and commence necessary actions to compel just and proper served to the Victims. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
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THE LEGAL ARENA 

15. On, or about July 13, 2010, the issued water well permit to CEO Ecosystem Solar 

Electric Corp., by the County of San Bernardino Department of Health, stipulated that the ground water beneath 

the _..real property must not be used for the proposed solar thermal electric power plant. 

16. Such stipulation, based upon further investigation, revealed that since the ground water contained 

Hexavalent Chromium, previously utilized as a corrosion inhibitor by PG&E, can be re-utilized by 

solar-thermal electric power plant and by other solar-thermal electric power producers, located next to Harper 

Dry Lake, County of San Bernardino, and obviously since- plant was smaller than the other, the other 

plant can now re-utilize such water that contains the corrosion inhibitor for their cooling towers. (PG&E is the 

purchaser of the power generated from said other solar-thermal electric power generating plant). 

17. Such event triggered total economic loss to all investments made b~nd caused 8 h 

to take the appropriate actions, by launching massive investigation until June 8, 2015, of poisoned inhabitants 

within the town of Hinkley, CA 92347, with Hexavalent Chromium and recently, since September 10, 2014, 

poisoned with Arsenic and Uranium Victims. 

18. On or about May 2013, Q had at hand over 300 Victims and located the law firm Callahan & 

Blaine, who in turn, filed on June 2013 Class Action lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), 

Case No. CIVDS1308429. 

19. Something unorthodox has happened with that Class Action, triggering 52 Victims to voluntary and 

temporarily withdraw themselves as Class Members, and to further file own lawsuits against Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company, a California corporation, on or about September 2014. (In al, 35 cases filed in the Superior 

Court County of San Bernardino). 

20. Due to fact that the statute of limitations has long ago run out on the Hexavalent Chromium 

poisoning, and the fact that J 1as discovered that the aquifers beneath the Victims real properties were 

poisoned with Arsenic and/or Uranium (the new discovery within any statute oflimitations), has now triggered 

the assignees of the Victims, to initiate actions seeking either new Class Action, or to litigate all individually. 
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CONCLUSION 

21. In the Legal Arena, in the Governmental Administrative Arena, in fact, in any arena, the issue of 

these controversy can only escalate to unprecedented proportion, if just and proper is not served to the all 

Victims, now approaching over one hundred. 

22. The legal arena situated in the State of California is now approaching the status of being out of 

jurisdiction, due to pending Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

23. The Governmental Administrative Arena, within the State of California, is now approaching to be 

substituted with the Federal Administrative Arena, due to not only exhausted administrative remedy by the 

Victims in the State of California, but on the ground of the "Federal Question", violation of the United States 

Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), with US EPA at the helm, due to inaction by the Cal EPA, Et Al State of 

California Regulatory Agencies, charged with oversight, investigation, enforcement and timely prosecution of 

the polluter-contaminator-discharger Pacific gas and Electric Company (PG&E), with the highly toxic and 

carcinogenic substances Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to the historic discharge of Hexavalent Chromium. 

24. The attached hereto Volume of Exhibits, mostly evidentiary, disclosing the true facts, are in support 

thereof the Victims' presentation, which should be taken more than seriously by all, per the attached hereto 

Mailing List, in light of the upcoming massive investigation, that can result implications beyond borders. 

25. Citing the voluntarily dismissed without prejudice, prior to trial and prior to hearings, of the 35 

cases filed by the initial Victims against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, a California corporation, on one, of 

the several, grounds, in addition to the Complete Diversity Jurisdiction question: 

"Justice is not served when, by a hypertechnical objection to a pleading or by a trivial imperfection in the choice 

of words, a litigant is deprived of his rights to have case submitted to the decision of ajury ..... "Thomas v. 

Seaside Memorial Hospital (1947) 80 Cal.App.2nd 841,851. "It is, of course, the policy of the law that legal 

controversy be disposed of on their merits and not upon technical ground of pleadings". Metzger v. Bose (1957) 

155Cal.App.2nd131, 133. 

During the investigation, and pendency of all actions, the Victims will be forwarding additional documentation. 
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Water Boards 

STAIE WATER RESOURCE& 001(mlll. BOAIIO 
IIEQIOIIAL l'IATER QUALITY COllTiiOl &OARDS 

CALIFORNIA STATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION PROGRAM 

CERTIFICATE OF·ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION 

Is hereby granted to 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 

475 East Greg Street,# 119 

Sparks, NV 89431 

Scope of the certificate is limited to the 
"Fields of Testing" 

which accompany this Certificate. 

Continued accredited status depends on successful completion of on-sit_e,---. · - ·. · 
proficiency testing studies, and payment of applicable fees. 

This Certificate is granted in accordance with provisions of 
Section 100825, et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. 

Certificate No.: 2523 

Expiration Date: 11/30/2016 

Effective Date: 12/1/2014 

Richmond, California 
subject to forfeiture or revocation 

Chr" e Sotelo, Chief 
Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program 





~ PubllcHealth 

., 
··: 

CALIFORNIA STATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION PROGRAM BRANCH 

CERTIFlqATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDIT11JfJ._~ 
Is hereby'granted to 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

• 21881 Barton Road 

Grand Terrace, CA 92313 

Scope of the certificate is limited to the' 
11Fields of Testing" 

which accompany this Certificate. 
~ .,,, •. ,r,ii .. 

·continued accredited status depends ort successful completion of on-site, 
proficiency testing studies, and payment of applicable fees. 

This Certificate is granted in accordance with provisions of r,··;;, . • 
Section 1008251 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. 

Certificate No.: 1088 •. ; .• ,.,·..:,.,. 

Expiration Date: 01/31/2016 

Effective Date: 02/01/2014 

Richmond, California 
subject to forfeiture or revocation 

Da<1id Mazzera, Ph.D.,AsslstaAfDivlsion Chief 
DMsion of Drinking Water and Environmental Management 



·._______,., 

Wi .. 111 •• L. WECK LABORATORIES, lNC. 

Certificate of Analysis 

Dear 

Client: Water Investigations 

Attn: 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Report Date: 09{}3/14 15:37 
Received Date: 09/04/1412:07 

Turnaround Tnne: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 9/4/2014 With the Clain of Custody document. The samples were 
receiVed in good toncfltion, at 2.9 OC, All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work Order No: 4104036-01 
Sampled by: a 

Sample ID: #1 {Chromium6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1417:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 Chromium6+·-----·----2.2 

Work Order No: 4104036-02 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: #2 (Chromium&) 
Sampled: 09/031141&50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 Clll'ondum6+·---------0.49 

Work Order No: 4104036-03 
Sampled by: 1 I 2 -

Analyte 

Sample ID: #3 (Chromlum6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1418:20 

Result Qualifier 
Chromium 6+ ......................................................... ND 

Units 

ug/1 

Work Order No: 4l040T 
8ampledby: 

Analyte 

Sample ID: #39 (Chromlum6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1415:55 

Result Qualifier Units 

Chromium&+ ......................................................... ND ug/1 

Sample ID: #1 Arsenic(Arsenlc) 
Sampled: 09/03/1418:10 

Work Order No: 4104036-05 
Sampled by: d \ 

Analyte· ~ Qualifier Units 

Arsenic, TOia!.....,.· ··-------'--..;.,· ..,.· ··2$00 ug/1 

WodtOrd,l'.'iito: 4ICJ4036.06 Sampi&ID: #2 Ar$enic(An5enic) 
SampJec:i by: . Sampled: 09/03/1417:fS 

Analyte Result Qualifier 
Arsenic, Tntaf...._ ___ ·------34 

Units 

ug/1 

Work Order No: Jl.04036-07 
Sampledb.,.d&i I 

Sample ID: #12 (Uranium) 
Sampled: 09/03/14 09:30 

Analyte Result Qualifier 

Uranium Pwt------·------10 
Units 

pu/l 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

Oil Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch RL 
0.30 EPA218.6 09/10/14 10:50 OQ,'10/1413:36 cwh W410499 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.30 

Dil 
1 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA218.6 09/10/1410:50 09/10/1413:36 cwh W410499 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil Method 
0.30 1 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL D11 Method 
0.30 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil Metbod 
0.80 1 EPA200.8 

Matrix: Water 
SampleN•: 

RL Oil Method 
0.40 EPA200.8 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil Method 
0.13 EPA200.8 

Prepared Anatyzed Analyst Batch 
09/10/1410:50 09/10/14 13:36 cwh W4l0499 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batc:h 
09/10/1410:50 09/10/14 13:36 cwh W410499 

Prepared ~ Analyst Batch 
09/15114 08:51 09/15/14 19:18 rrl W410722 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/15114 08:51 09/15/14 19:22 rrl W410722 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

09/15/14 08:51 09/15/14 19:31 rrl W411203 

Lab#: 4l04036-08 Page 1 of2 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 (626) 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 
www.wecklabs.com 



ContaminatedRealty-1412761 ·"--../ 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

QC15010189 Blank 1 Arsenic 

QCBatcblD QCType 

QC15010189 LCS 1 

QC15010189 MS 1 Arsenic 

.Customer SampJe ID: 

WETLABSamplelD: 1412761-002 

Ime Mmis bf JCP-MS 
Aiscoic 

Trace Meta1s Digc$tion 

OliiaNacrSaaplclD: 00-Y.K 

WETLABSaple m: 1412761--003 

Cusmmer Semple ID: DW-22-53 

WETLABSample ID: 1412761-004 

Tnrq Hetu hf ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Trace Me1als .Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 

EPA200.8 

Spike 
Sample 

0.0528 

Sample 
Result 

EPA200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Resnlts Units 

24 

Complete 

Units 

74-0 µg/L 

Results Units 

37 µg/L 

Complete 

DrDibdiJm FtlCIIJr, RL=Rqortb,g Limit, ND=Not Detectd or <.RL 

Units 

mg/L 

Units 
..,.. t Hti-,¥::,p 

% Recovery Actual -... ~::.,-, 
0.050 106 mg/L 

MS 
Result 

MSD 
Result 

Spike 
Value 

MS% MSD% 
Units Ree. Ree. 

0.0536 0.0536 0.050 ?!'.k 103 103 

Collect Date/lime: 12/1612014 16:00 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Analyzed LablD 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

CollectDaWnme: l211&2014 ·14:00 

Receive Date: 12l23/l014 13:10 

DF RL 

I.0 l/6/2015 NV00925 

1 U&.29:15 . · Ny.0092,5 
. ~.~.~ ·. ·-~--· : .• :.;,,.),._~·-J.,:· :·.:.'. ,'{.·::.-~:-~~-.• .-... 

Collect Date/fime: 12/16/2014 08:45 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Aulyad LablD 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

RPD 

<1% 

I 
i! 

f 

I 
I 
r 
i 

! 
l 
f 

I 
1 

I 
I 
i t, 

[ 
l 
f 

I 
f 
f 

I 
f 
t 

I 
t 
I 
t 
i 

I 
l 



Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\__/ 

Project: Routine WodcOrder: 14H0183 

Sub Project: Tcmc TortTowns I Hinkley Received: 08/04/14 17:05 

Bazslow-CA.92311 Project Manager: Repoi1ed: 08fl9/14 -
ro-lzoo 14&0183-88 (Water) Sample Date: 07/26114 15:30 Sampler: NkkPanchev 

I Analyle Mfllbod hsult IJDils Rep.Limit MCL Prepnd Aualyad Ba1Cb Qualifier 

Mal! 
Aneuic(As) SM3113-B 19 ug/1.. 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1433025 

SARAYORDAZ 14H0183-e (Wata") Sample))ate: 
... ~ ... -

07/30/14 18:0S Sampler. Ni«Panchev 

I Analyle Mcdlod Rault UDils Rep.Limit MCL Prepared AJJab,ad Ba1Cb Quali&r 

!Im!! 
Anaic(As) SM3113-B 278 ug/1.. 20 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433:586 

HO~ 14Btl83-lt (W81er) Sample»-: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: N'Jek.Pmx:bev 

I Amlyla Me6od tt.all UDils Rep.Limit Ma. PrepNect . ~ -· .• Balcll . ; ~-.... 
Al'llllic(AI) SM3113-B 35ft VWL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

JENKINS 14II0183-1l (Waa,r) Samplel>am: 07/30/14 14:30 Sampler: N'ICkPanchev 

'-"IAmlyle Mdbod Bault t.Jllils Rep.Limit MCL Prcpmed Analyzed Balch Qllalificr 

Hml! 
Anemc (As) SMJ113-B ND uglL 2.0 10 0&111/14 08/11/14 l-43302S 

BAIN 14H0183-12 ~) SlunpleDate: 07 /30/14 16:30 Sampler: NklkPancbev 

I ADalyte Mediod Result UDils hp.Limit MCL Prepnd Analy2ed Baldl Qualifiet J 
Kf!!!! 
.Arsenic (As) SM3113-B 140 uglL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

LUCILLE RD>.DLE COM 1488183-13 (Wata-) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler: N'Jdi::Paacbev 

I Amlyle Melhod a.salt Ua Rep.Limit MCL Prepmed Analy2ed Barch Qualifier 

Me«w 

Aneak (.As) SM3113-B " ug/L 4.0 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433586 

MD..LER 1480183--14 (Wms-) SampleDace: 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: NickPanchev 

I Ana1ylD Melhod bsalc Um!a Rep.Limit MCL Plepm-ed Auelyzed Baldi Quali:6« 

Mmll 
Arsenic {As) SM3113-B 470 20 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433586 

\ ..... / 

Fax(9{}9) 825-7696 ELAPNlllllber 1088 

)(J'' 



/,,...._____ 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\..__./ r---------------------------------------------a a Project Routine WorkOrder: 14H0183 ... a Sub Proji:ct: Tozic TortTOWDS / Hinkley Received: 08/0411417:05 

Bmslow'CA,92311 

I Alalyte 

*!Ii 
Arseaic(As) 

SARAYORDAZ 

I Alalyte 

,~ 
M!!!I! 

AISellic(As) 

BAIN 

I Analyfs 

~ 
Aneaic(As} 

LUCILLE RIDDLE COM 

IAmly!e 

IAmlylt 

MmJ!. 

Anmi&:(As) 

V 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

Mcdlod 

SM3113-B 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

Mabod 

SM3113-B 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

MedJod 

SM3113-B 

Medlod 

SM311.3-B 

ProjectManap-: 

14Bt18U8 {Water) 

Result Uni1s Rep.Limit 

19 ug/L 2.0 

14119183-e9 (Waler) 

Result Onks Rep.Limit 

m ug/L 20 

1480183-lt (Water) 

Result t,"mts Rep.Umit 

JS8 ug/L 20 

14II0183-11 (Water) 

R-1t UDilS Rep.Limit 

ND ug/L 2.0 

14R0183-U (Water) 

ICesult Units Rq,.Lialit 

148 uglL 20 

14H0183-l3 (Water) 

Result Units Rep.Limit 

66 ug/L 4.0 

14B0183-14{Wa&w) 

Rlisult Um Rep.Limit 

478 20 

PIISt OjJice Box 329 San Benuudino, CA 92402 (909) 825-7693 

~ 08/1~/14 

Samplel>*: 07126114 lS:30 Semp1er: NickPaachev 

MCI. Plep;m Anai,- Ball::h Qaalifier 

10 08/11/14 08/1U14 143302S 

Sample~ 07/30/14 18.~ " ~ NickPancbl:v 

MCL Plq,arcd Analy2.,,cl Batch Qaalifier 

10 08/lS/14 08/18114 1433586 

Sample»-: 07/3004 14:00 Sampler: NickPancbov 

MCL Ptepa,ed Aaal,)ad Baldi Qualifier 

10 O&'IS/14 08/18/14 14335$6 

SampleDaee: 071»'14 14:30 Sampler: N"ICkPaachev 

MCL Ptepamd Allal)'zcd BelCh Qaatifilr 

10 08/11/14 0&'11/14 1433025 

Sample Dete: 07/30/14 16:30 &uapkr. Niclc.Paucbev 

MCL Prepared A1lalyzed Ba,h Qualifier 

10 0811S/14 08/18/14 1433586 

Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler: N"lckPancliev 

MCI. Prepared Ana1y.zed Ball:h Qaalifia" 

10 08/lS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

SampleJWe; 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: NiclcPanc.bev 

Ma. Pa:pmed AnaJya4 Batch Qualitim--

10 08115114 08/18114 1433586 

J 

I 

l 
f. 
l 

I 

i 

f 

f 



Contaminated Realty- 1412761 --------------""=:::..---.... ·-f._.,,;·....,-------
Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 

QC Report 

CBatdllD QC.Type 

C15010189 Blank 1 Arsenic 

CBatcblD QC.Type 

C15010189 . LCS 1 

IC15010189 MS 1 Arsonic 

~SuqlleJD: 

WETLAB Sample II): 1412761-002 

Ince Metals bf lCP-MS 
;;AJsenic; .. •\ EPA200.8 

Trace Metals Digestion EPA 200.2 

Customer Sam.pk ID: 00-Y.K 

WETI..AB Sample ID: 1412761-003 

ITBR Mmts bJ ICP-MS 
Aisenic 

Traoe Me111Js Digestion 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA2002 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 r;N. 
Method h• 1tesu1t 
EPA200.8 0.0528 

Spike 
Sample 

Sample 
Result 

EPA200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Uaits 

24 

Uaits 

740 

Complete 

Units 

~ 

Actual % Recovery 

0.050 106 

MS MSD Spike 
Result Result Value 

0.0536 0.0536 0.050 

CoDeet-DaWJ'ime: 

Receive Dafe: 

DF RL 

LO 

1 

Colleet Date/lime: 

Receive Date: 

DF RL 

l.O 

f' ¢."• 
Wi· 

,, 
Units ':!'~; ... l,.·J-·~~.; 

mg/L 

MS% MSD% 
Uuifs Rec. Rec. RPO 

5'.'.k 103 103 <1% 

1211612014 16:00 

11123/2014 13:10 

Analyzed LaND 

1/6/2015 NV0092S 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

12/16/2014 14:00 

12/23/2014 13:10 

LabD> 

1/61201S NV0092S 

1/6/2015 NV0092S 

CIISlOmerSample ID: DW-22-53 

WETLAB Sample ID: 1412761--004 

CoDect Datemme: 12/16/2014 08:45 

Receive Dslte: 12/23/2014 13:10 

T,:aee Mmls by ICP;:MS 

Arsenic 

Trace Memls Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Results Units 

37 µg/L 

Complete 

DF RL Lab1D 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/61201S NV0092S 



Wi .. 111 .. L. 

Dear 

Olent: Water Invest:iqations 

Attn: 

Project: 

&IS N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, iNC. 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/1413:32 

-"1~ ... 

Turnaround Time: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Endosed are the results of analyses for samples received 8/28/2014 with the Oiain of Custody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 4.9 OC. All analysis met the method O"iteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
quarmers. 

Work Order No: 4H28040-01 Ssmple ID: Chromium (VI) 'lfT Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: 1111 • Sampled: 08/27/1416:20 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL DR Method Prepared Analyzed 
Chromium&+ 1.9 IJ9/I 0.30 EPA218.6 09/03/14 10:00 09/03114 15:37 

Work Order No: ~ Sample ID: Uranium 'lfT Matrix: water 
Sampledby: 1111 ~ Sampled: 08/27/1411:10 Sample Note: 

,\nalyte Result Qualifier Units RL Dff Method Prepared Analyzed 
Jranium, Total • 8.5 ug.11 0.20 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09J08/14 14:40 

Work Order No: 4H28040-03 Sample ID: Uranium #19 Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: I ·- Sampled: 08/27/1411:30 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil 
.. Method Pnlpan,d ~ 

Uranium, Total 49 Ilg/I 0:20 1 EPA200.8 09/04114 12:13 09(08/14 14:42 

.Wo*OrderNo: 4H28040-o4 Sample ID: Ul:aafam1'38 . · llatri¥:.. Waler 
Sampledby: ., Sampled: 081Zffl1' 11:50 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method Prepared Analyzed 

Uranium,T«af 17 Ilg/I 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/'14 14:45 

Work Order No: 4H28040-05 Sample ID: Uranium #39 Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: I Ill Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method Prepared Analyzed 
Uranium, Total--·"'"'"" ___ ,,,, ......... _.,, __ 16 ug/1 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 14:47 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o6 
Sampled by: U ... 
Analyte 
Uranium, T<>tal 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o7 
Sampled by: II II • 
Analyte 
Uranium, Tntal 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 Matrix: Water 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared Analyzed 
19 ug/1 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 14:59 

Sample ID: Uranium #21 Matrix: Water 
Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared Analyzed 
.30 ug/! 0.20 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 15:14 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 
www.wecldabs.com 

(626) 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 

Analyst Batch 
cwh W410098 

Analyst Batch 
rrt W410209 

'Analyst 8atl:1'I 
rrt w416209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Page 1 of2 I 
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Clini~al Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\.......,/' 

Project: Routine Work Order: 14H0183 

25633 AnclasollAve Sub Project Toxic Tort Towns I Hinkley Received: 08/04/14 17:05 

Barstow CA. 92311 Project~ Reported: 08/19/14 

I - 14110l8U8 (Water) SampieDaee: 07126114 lS:30 .Sampler: Nkk~ 

1~ Mlllhod Rasalt UDml Rq,.Limit MCL Piqmed Analyzed Baldi Qualifier C 

.11!!!!1! ,,.. -.. 
Anellic (As) SM3113-B 

4,-\\:)11'.' s-;-.,.. 
19 ug/L 2.0 10 08,/11/14 Ollll/14 1433025 

SARAYORDAZ 14H0183-CW (Wam) Sample Dare: 07/30/14 18;05 Sampler: Nici:l'aacbe\' 

I ADalyl8 

ltit£i,.#:~, 
Mcdlod Rault Unil5 Rq,.Umit MCL PlepaRd ADafyzed Ba:h Qualifier 

Mal! 
Anenic (As) SM3113-B l7t ug/L 20 10 0811Stl4 0&'18114 1433586 

HOLCROFF 1480183-lt (Water) Sample Dare: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: N"x:kPanchev 
it"' ';.~. -~d, .. -.• 

I Analyre Mediod ~ Unils Rep.limit MQ.. Prepared Analy2ed Baldi Qaalifi« 

.Ml!!!! 
Arsenic(Aa) SM3113-B 358 uglL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

f· .·,..~-... .,.;; , 
J.ENXINS 14B0183-11 (Water) Sample))alle; 07/30/14 14:30 SampJer. N"x:kPancbev 

"-''I Aaalyla 
Molhod Railll Units Rep.Limit MO. PRpmed ADalyzcd Balcll Quali6cr 

M!!!ll 
Ii,!. .. ~." 

""' 
AISellic{As) SM3113-B ND ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 143302S 

BAIN 148111>12 (Waler) Samplel>ale: 07/30/14 16:30 Sampler: NiclcPanchev 

I ADalyle Mcdiod Resuk Uails Rep.Lilmt MCL PRpmed ADafyz,ed ,.,,.Balch 4Qmlfficz- .I 
~ 
Arsellic (As) SM3113-B 140 ug/L 20 10 08/lS/14 08/18114 1433586 

LUCILLE RIDDLE C9M 1481183-13 (Water) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 ~.J'i*Panchev 

I Analyre Mediod Resalt U!lils Rrp.Limit MCL Plepaled Allalyad 8all:h Qmlifict 

M!!!I! 
Arsenic (As) SM3113-B 66 ug/L 4.0 10 08/15114 08/18114 (, M'l858641P 

1WLi..ER 1480183-14 (Wacier) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: Nicl::Panchev 

I Analy1a MdJod ·RSl!t Units Rrp.Limit MCL Prepmed Allalyad Balch Qualifier 

Mmll 
,~,-~.; , .. 

Arseaic (As) SM3113--B 471 ug/L 10 08!15/14 08/18114 1433586 

\._..;-

Post Office Box 329 Sim Benuirdbw, C4 92402 (909) 825-7693 Fax (9(19) 825-7696 ELAP Nwaber TIJ88 

~tit !l3ri 
./,-7 1L.i 

:tit~~ €(.h\6/l~A" 



Dear 

Client: wamr InvestiQatiolis 
848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 Attn:-

Pte>jec.t: Arsenic Testing 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Dale: 10{07/14 12:50 

Tuman,und Time: 6 wotfcdays 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

lb&#i,# 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples naceived 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. lbe samples were 
rec:eiVed in good c:ondltfon, at 1.3 oC and on Ice. All analysis met the method aiterla except as noted below or in the report With 
dataqual!ers. 

Work 0rder No: 4J07046-01 Sample ID: #18 Brown llatrix: Waf8r 
Sampled by: Jade Rosen Sampled: 181D411410:00 Sample Note: ,..,, .. ·;,>fl' 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RI. 01 llathod Pl9p8Nd Analy%ad Analyst Batch 
Aniealc,,_, 120 ug,'I 0.40 EPA200.8 10f09/14 10:20 10f16/14 15:0S rrl W4J0456 

WorkOnlerNo: 4J87IN6.02 llatrix: water 
Sampledby: SampleNom: ., . • , 

~ ..... Quallfler Units RI. DB llelhod Prepared Analpld Analyst Batth 

41*,TOlal 76 ugll' 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10r'09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:08 n1 W4J0456 

....odc0rderNo:C°3 Sample ID: - JeRklns llatrlx: water 
Sampled by: .... 8ampled: 10I04/1413:00 SampleNofle: ,, '•1':' •. , .. ., 
Analyla Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method PrepanNI Analyzed Analyst Saldi 

Ansentc.lbCal -3.9 ug,'I 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09f14 10:20 1CW'1611415:12 rrl W4J0456 

WOrk0rderNo: 4J07046-04 Sample ID: #13 Corby lllabix: water 
Sampladby: ~- .. Sampled: 18'04/1413:30 SampleNote: fl'lil'!P": .. ,.,,_ 

Analyte Result QualJfier Unlls RL Oil Method Prapal8d Analyzed Analyst Balch 

AIS8llie,Tolal 4.8 ugll' 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10I09/1410-.20 10,16/1415:29 rrl WCJ0456 

Work Order No: 4J07046-05 SamplelD: 128 Cl--.. Mallltleedff llalrix: Water ..,. ,-,._,_., 
Sampled by: ..... I Sampled: 18'04/1414:30 Sample Note: 

Analyf8 Result Qualifier Units RL DII Method PN.paracl. ~ Analyst -,~ . 

A19811it,,Tolal 210 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 1Q/OQl14 10:20 10,16114 15:34 nl WU0456 

WOROnlarNo: 4J07IM8.8I SamplelD: tm RarniNE ----=-- .. ,......, 
saimpled by: 11 11 Samplid: 1Wl14 M:45 ~Note: 

Analyte Result Qualfter Units RL Oil llethocl Prepar9CI Analyzed Analyst Batch 

A,senlc,Tolal 11 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10I09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:38 rrl W4J0456 

WorkOnlarNo:4J07048.07 Sample ID: 151 Rebeling Matrix: water 
... !¢ .• ,,. 

sampled by: • • I I - Sampled: 10I04/14 18:30 SampleNote: 

Analyte Result Quallfier Units RL DII ll8thod Prapal8d Analyad Analyst Bab:11 
"--*,Tofal 38 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09/14 10-.20 10/16/1415:SS nl W4J0456 

Page1 of2 



Wi .. 111 .• L. 

Dear 

Client: Water Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Attn: n 
Project: 

Certificate of Analysis 

-WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 
Anaiytk:al LalxK-atcry Servke - Since 1964 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Rec:eived Date: 08/'lB/1413:32 

Turnaround nme: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

P.O.#: 

Endosed are the results d analyses for samples received 8/"28/2014 with the Chain d Custody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 4.9 OC. All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work OnlerNo: 4H2804CM>1 
Sampledby: 

Analyte 

Chromium&+·---·----· 
Work 0nler No: 4H28040-02 
Sampled by: Is n 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) '111 
Sampled: 08/2'1/1416:20 

Result Qualifier Units 

1.9 ug/1 

Sample ID: Uranium #f1 
Sampled: 08/%7/1411:10 

Analyte Result Quaflfier Units 

ug/1 1Jranium,TOlef----------L5 

Work Order No: 4H28MM)3 
Sampled by: ..... _ 

Sample ID: Uranium #19 
Sampled: 08/21/1411:30 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil Method 
0.30 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DH Method 
0.20 1 EPA200.8 

Malrbc Water 
Sample Note: 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09l03/14 10:00 OQI03/14 15:37 cwh W410098 

"._ ... ,.,, I 

P.repared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/04/1412:13 OQJ08/14 14:40 n1 W4!0209 

... _•:· ........ 

=-;;,-c:H;...,·· -.. · -_: _______ --~ -~ -. . :;· ,::,~::;·-,;~.·--- --~-.:., .... :~-~;-,~-.;.,~~;;;s~:wZ·-
w.ort Oi'der'No: 4H2804CM14 Sainpie'ID:" Uraniam-#3& 
Sampfedt,y:. I _ 1 Sampled: 08/27/1411:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 
Uranium, To4;a1_, _________ 17 

Work OnlerNo: 4H28040-05 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: Uranium 1139 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, 'Tobl ....... •---------16 ug11 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o& 
Sampledt,y-Sa 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, li ... ota1----------19 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H2804CMl7 Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 

Anafyte Result Qualifier Units 
Uranium, To«al..._ _____ _ 

30 ug/1 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

-~ ...... 
Sample Note: 

RL DD 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DH 
0.20 1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 

Method Prepared AnaiyJ ~- Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09l08/14 14:45 n1 W410209 

Method Prepared Anai;J#~ Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09l08f14 14:47 rr1 W410209 

Method Prepared AnatyJ(···AnaJyd Batch 
EPA200.8 OSI04/1412:13 09l08f14 14:59 rr1 W4l0209 

Method Prepared AnalyzeJI. --~ Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/1415:14 . nl W4l0209 
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Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. ,.. . : .... ·.· 
.· ?; < .. ~E_:·_:·: ·m·--,,--·: 

. . . 
. - , . 
. ·:: '. : .. : :, 
. . 

\_;'-----------------------------------------
Callahan & Blaine 

3 Hutton Ce:snre Drive. Ninth Floor 
Sama A11a CA, 92707 

Project: Drinking Water 
Sub Project: Irving 

Proj~.Javier H. Vlll1 Oordt 

Work Order. 13Hl419 

Reccivcd: 08/~3 11:55 
Reported: . 09/03'1~ ·..., .•.... , .... -----· 

13Hl419-81 (Water} Sample.Date: 08116/13 8:00 Sampler.. NickPanchev 

I Analyte 

~ 
Aneaic(As) 
airomimn (+6) 

~AnalyHs 
GrossBea. 
Gress Bea. Counting Error 
Gross Bea. Min Det Ad:Mty 

Uranium 
Uraaiam Counting Error 
Unudum MinDetAdmty 

SM3113-B 

EPA2l8.6 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

Result Unils Rep. Limit 

30 Uf/L 2.0 

1.3 uglL 1.0 

lS pCi/L 4.0 

3.l pCi/L 

2.2 pCi/L 

70 pCi/L 1.0 

3.5 pCi/L 

o.88 pCi/L 

J .Derected below !he~ limit; repom:d CODCeDl!ation is estimated; (J-Flag) 

ND Anaiyte NOT DE'IECT.BD at or above the MDL; Method .Detectioo Limit 

·····~···. 
Robin Glenney 

·'-..-/· Project Manager 

MDL MCL Prepared Analyzed Balch Qualifier I 
0.68 10 08/22/13 08/22/13 1334349 

0.14 08/16113 08/19/13 1334014 

50 08/19/13 08/26113 1330379 

08/19n3 08/26/13 1330379 

08/19/13 08/26113 1330379 

20 08/20/13 08/2M3 1333313 

08/20/13 08/20/13 1333313 

08/20/13 0&'20113 1333313 
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Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

,..__,,, 

• I • Project Routine WorkOtder. 14H0251 ,._ 
Sub Project: Hinkley Received: 08/06/14 08:20 

Bmstow CA, 92311 Project"Mmmger: R.eponed: 08/28/I4 

RobatRidmds 14110l51-et {Water) SampleDaee: 08/0S/14 11:08 Sampler. NickPanohev 

I Amlyle Metbocl Result Uuils Rep.Limit MO.. Prepared All8ly%ed Balch Qualifier· 

Hml! 
Ar-*{As) SM3113-B 73 uglL 4.0 10 08/20{l4 081»'l4 1434256 

Cbromnim(-f'6) EPA218.6 
... 

ND ug/L 1.0 10 0811>6t'l4 0&01n4 1432413 

Paul Morehouse 14H0251-82 (Water) Sample Date: 08/05/14 12: JI Saaapler: N'ICkPanchev 

I Analyte Mechod Result Units Rep. Limit MCL Pn,pem! ~ Bell:h Qualifier 

Ml!!I! 
Arsenfc (As) SM3113-B 19 ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1433025 

Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 1.0 10 08/06/14 08/07/14 1432413 

Contreras 14Rt251-03 cw--, Sample Date: 08/05/14 12:55 Sampler. N'JCk Panchcv 

I Analyte Metbocl R-11 Unils Rep.Limit MCL Prepared Analyzed Bard, Qualffier 

Mm!! 
~(As) SM3ll3-B 748 ug/L so 10 ()812(lf)4 08120/14 1434256 

.'-.._../ Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 1.0 10 08/06(14 08/01n4 1432413 

Barbara ADen 14B02Sl-84 (Water) 

I ADai)1e Method Rauh Uui1s 

M!!!!!l 
Alseaic(As) SM3113-B ND ug/L 

Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 

ND Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the reporting limit 

Robin Glemiey 

Project Muager 

Rep. Limit 

2.0 

1.0 

Sample Date: 08/05/14 13:43 Sampler: Nick Panchev 

MCL Prepared Analyzed Balch Qualifier 

10 osmn4 08/11/14 1433025 

10 08/06/14 08/07/14 1432413 
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Ruben A. Castellon (SBN 154610) 
Alastair F. Hamblin (SBN 282044) 
CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 
811 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1025 
Los Angeles, California 90017 Mlilffatt:::21 
Telephone: (213) 623-7515 -
Facsimile: (213) 532-3984 
rcastellon@candffirm.com 
ahamblin@candffirm.com 

Attorneys for Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO 

, an individual and DOES, 1 
through 50, inclusive, 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
COMP ANY, a California Corporation; and 
DOES 1 through 50 inclusive, 

Defendants. 

1 

Case No. CIVDS1416980 
Assigned for all purposes to: 
The Hon. David Cohn 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 
CO:MPANY'S MEMORANDUM OF 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
REGARDING THE PLAINTIFF'S RIGHT 
TO DISMISS AN ACTION WHEN 
DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS ARE PENDING 

Date: JufflJ,:t~l 5 
Time: 8:30 a.m. 
Dept.: S37 

-

NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSmON TO PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S DEMURRER TO 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 
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Pursuant to the Court's June 1, 2015 Order, Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

(''PG&E") hereby submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding a plaintiffs right 

to voluntarily dismiss an action when a dispositive motion is pending. Pursuant to California 

law, the Court should deny Plaintiff. ••• ("Plaintiff'') request for dismissal without 

prejudice because dismissal pursuant to the demurrer is inevitable. Moreover, the filing of the 

request for dismissal is an improper tactical ploy that will not resolve this action and only serve 

to prejudice PG&E and further burden the Court system. 

Based on the following discussion, PG&E requests that the Court deny Plaintiffs request 

for dismissal and proceed with the hearing on PG&E's demurrer and motion to strike. In 

addition, PG&E requests that the Court grant the demurrer and motion to strike in their entirety 

because they are unopposed. 

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

On May 1, 2015, Plaintiff filed the operative second ament;~~•j~C") in this 

action. At a hearing before the Court on May 5, 2015, Judge Cohn addressed Plaintiffs SAC 

and indicated. that there was sufficient basis to grant a demurrer to the SAC. Judge Cohn noted 

that the SAC was insufficient and contained improper material. See Declaration of Ruben A 

Castellon ("Castellon Deel."), para 3. 

Following the Court hearing, Nick Panchev, self-appointed spokesperson for all of the 35 

pro per cases pending before this Court, spoke with Ruben Castellon, counsel for PG&E. During 

this conversation ~d informed him that the plaintiffs in each of the 35 ~roper cases 

were considering dismissing these actions· and filing them in federal Court pursuant to diversity 

jurisdiction. See Castellon Deel., para. 4. 

In a letter t~dated. May 27, 2015, the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control 

Board ("Water Board") identified several communications made by ~at took place on 

April 30, 2015 and May 4, 6, and 7, 2015. See Castellon Deel., para. 5. - letters and 

emails contained multiple statements regarding his intent to seek redress in federal court in states 

other than California. For example, in one communication to the Water Board, after identifying 

several employees of various state and local public and environmental health agencies, a , 
states, "it could be ruled inappropriate for those officials to testify as an expert witness, or in any 

other capacities, before any United States District Court, in states other than the State of 

2 
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California. (Many of [the pro per plaintiffs], per Signatures Pages, have, or are about to have 

their domicile in another state. (Complete Diversity Jurisdiction ... triggers new venue.)" See 

Castellon Deel., para. 6. In another communication, -declares "since there is no threat of 

litigation against the Water Board, and since there will be no litigation in any State of California 

Superior Courts, not only against the Water Board, but against PG&E (not in any Courts within 

State of California), (there is high probability that PG&E will be litigated in many US District 

Courts, in many States in the U.S. other than in the state of California)." See Castellon Deel., 

para 7. 

On May 20, 2015 PG&E filed and served a demurrer to the SAC ("Demurrer'') and a 

motion to strike portions of the SAC (''MTS"). See Castellon Deel., para. 8. The Demurrer 

specifically requested dismissal of Plaintiff's entire action with prejudice. Id. The Demurrer and 

MTS are currently set for hearing on June 25, 2015. Id. 

On May 22, 2015, Plaintiff filed a request for dismissal without prejudice (''Request''). 
t 

The Request states that Plaintiff seeks dismissal of PG&E "due to complete diversity 

jurisdiction." See Castellon Deel., para. 9. 
14 

Around the time of the filing of the Plaintiff's Request a number of the pro per plaintiffs 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

began filing notices of change of address. See Castellon Deel., para. 10. These forms indicated 

that several of the plaintiffs now maintain addresses outside of the state of California Id. 

On June 1, 2015, the Court issued a minute order entitled ''Further Order on Dismissed 

PG&E Cases" ("Minute Order''). In the Minute Order the Court stated the following: 

The law is unclear whether plaintiff had an absolute right to dismiss an action 
when a dispositive motion is pending .... In light of the uncertainty in the law, the 
Court will entertain argument on the issue at the scheduled hearing on 6/25/15 at 
8:30a.m. 

PG&E now submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding Plaintiff's right 

to dismiss this action when PG&E's dispositive motions are pending. 

23 II. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Plaintiff's right to dismiss their action is based on section 581 of the California Code of 

Civil Procedure. It is clear that, while a plaintiff's right to dismiss is generally upheld it is by no 

means absolute. The question of whether a plaintiff may dismiss an action when a dispositive 

motion is pending has been considered in a number of cases and the decision is generally based 

on the timing of the request in relation to the status of the motion. It is also clear that California 

3 
NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITION TO PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S DEMURRER TO 

PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Court's will deny a plaintiff's request for dismissal when it is clear that the dismissal is a tactical 

ploy, including a plaintiff's attempt to avoid an inevitable ruling. 

Here, the Plainti1'!i'dm<li.ct preceding the filing of the Request and the information 

contained within the Request make it clear that the dismissal is simply a tactical ploy. Plaintiff 

does not truly intend to dismiss the action but will seek to bring his claims in a forum that he 

believes offers a better chance of success. Meanwhile, PG&E has expending significant sums 

defending Plaintiff's claims already and will only be subjected to additional costs. Moreover, 

PG&E and the Court system will continue to be burdened by Plaintiff's claims. This is an 

improper outcome and Plaintiff's Request should be denied. 

A. Applicable Law 

California Code of Civil Procedure § 581 states that: 

An action may be dismissed in any of the following instances: 
(1) With or without prejudice, upon written request of the plaintiff to the clerk, 
filed with papers in the case, or by oral or written request to the court at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of the costs, if any. 
Cal. Code. Civ. Proc. § 581 

California cases hold that a plaintiff's right to dismiss the action without prejudice may 

be cut off where a dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thei:eon, if the dismissal 

appears to be a tactical ploy. See Hardbrodt v. Burke(I 996) 42 Cal.App.4th 168, 175 (request for 

dismissal without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in 

discovery dispute; Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 253,257 

(request for dismissal without prejudice filed after expiration of time to file opposition to motion 

for summary judgment); See also Mary Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark {1996) 49 Cal.App.4th 765, 770. 

In the case Wells v. Marina City Properties, Inc., 29 Cal.3d 781 (1981 ), the Court 

considered the issue of whether a plaintiff should be allowed to dismiss the case and refile in 

another Court after failing several attempts to amend his complaint to satisfy the Court that a 

cause of action was stated. The Wells Court held that "[t]o accept his present argument ... would 

allow him to reassert the same allegations in still another complaint, seeking a more favorable 

ruling from another court, rather than to proceed in a more appropriate, expeditious and final 

course to appeal on the legal sufficiency of those allegations. The obvious consequence of such a 

statutory construction would be to prolong, rather than to terminate, lawsuits. It would not serve 

the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. No good reason appears why 

4 
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encouragement should be given to such tactics, the effect of which is to expose the defendants to 

duplicative 'annoying and continuous litigation,' to burden our trial court with 'fruitless' 

proceedings, and to delay the ultimate resolution of the validity of the plaintiff's pleading." 

Wells at 788-789. The Wells Court continued, stating "[o]ur interpretation of Section 581 does 

not deny a plaintiff his day in court. It simply requires that he frame his allegations in order to 

state a cause of action; and if a plaintiff is unable to do so after an adequate and reasonable 

opportunity is afforded, he must proceed to a review of such legal determination by appeal, rather 

than seek another trial forum in which to reassert the same claims." Id. 

In the case, Law Offices of Andrew L. Ellis v. Yang, 178 Cal. App. 4th 869 (Cal. App. 2d 

9, Dist. 2009), the Court noted that "[u]ntil recently, the cases have not presented a completely clear 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

or cohesive test to describe which situations deprive plaintiffs of their right to voluntarily dismiss 

their cases, nor have the cases articulated a precise rule providing guidance in all circumstances. 

However, recent authority suggests parties are not permitted to voluntarily dismiss their actions 

... when the procedural posture is such that it is inevitable the plaintiff will lose. After such 

occurrences, these cases hold that plaintiffs lose their right to voluntarily dismiss their case." 

Yang, at 8llllm.t 
B. Plaintiff's Loss is Inevitable and, As Such, Plaintiff has Lost ms Vol~tary 

Right to Dismiss 
Based on the facts, Plaintiff's dismissal of the case is clearly an attempt to avoid the 

inevitable - that he will lose. Plaintiff has been the subject of a previous successful demurrer 

filed 1Jiiiit~uring the Court hearing on PG&E's demurrer to the first amended complaint 

the Court stated that it would likely be open to granting a demurrer without leave to amend as to 

a second amended complaint if the second amended complaint was insufficient. PG&E has filed 

another demurrer as to Plaintiff's SAC and there is every indication that PG&E will once again 

be successful, including conn D fSa.tJie Court regarding the insufficiency of the SAC. Based 

on the foregoing, an order granting PG&E's demurrer to the SAC without leave to amend 

appears to be inevitable. Based on California law, when the procedural posture is such that it is 

inevitable the plaintiff will lose, such as it appears here, the plaintiff's right to voluntarily dismiss 

the case is cut off. As such, Plaintiff's Request should not be granted and the Court should allow 

PG&E to proceed with its demurrer and motion to strike regarding the SAC. 

5 
NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSIDON TO PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S DEMURRER TO 

PLAINTIFF'S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

C. Plaintiff's Request for Dismissal is a Tactical Ploy and Plaintiff Should Not 
be Permitted to Dismiss the Case 

It is clear from the facts that Plaintiff's dismissal is a tactical ploy. Plaintiff intends to 

dismiss his action in this Court because he has had unfavorable rulings against past iterations of 

his complaint and it is obvious that a similar ruling may be issued in relation to the operative 

complaint. Plaintiff does not seek a dismissal in a final resolution of his claims but intends to 

attempt to obtain recovery in another forum at the expense of PG&E. 

The facts herein are much like the facts in Wells, supra. Plaintiff has had multiple 

opportunities to amend his complaint to state sufficient facts to support his causes of action. 

Plaintiff continues to make the same missteps in relation to his pleadings and, based thereon, 

PG&E has filed a demurrer to Plaintiff's SAC. There is every indication that PG&E will once 

again be successful, including comments from the CoJJrt regarding the insufficiency of the SAC. 

It also appears that there is a likelihood that the Court may grant PG&E's demurrer without leave 

to amend. Plaintiff is aware of these facts and is now attempting to seek redress in another court 

through the act of forum shopping, a practice that is disapproved of by both state and federal 

courts1
. 

Plaintiff's intent to forum shop is established by the facts. -expressly stated that 

the pro per plaintiffs intended to dismiss the case in order to file it in federal Court. In Panchev' s 

correspondence with the Water Board, he has made several representations about filing in federal 

court, including a statement that the pro per plaintiffs will be filing federal complaints in multiple 

states against PG&E. Based on his statements to the Water Board, -forum shopping is 

motivated by his desire to exclude the Water Board and the testimony of potential witnesses that 

he believes would hurt his case from participation in further actions against PG&E. 

If Plaintiff wishes to bring a case in federal Court absent any federal claims he must 

establish diversity jurisdiction.2 Following ,_statements several of the pro per plaintiffs 

1 California law holds that Courts should not allow forum shopping. See Henderson v. Superior Court, 77 
Cal. App. 3d 583, 593-594 (Cal. App. 2d Dist. 1978); Appalachian Ins. Company v. Superior Court (1984) 162 
Cal.App.3d 427, 438; Delfosse v. C.A. C.l., lnc.-Federal (1990) 218 Cal.App.3d683, 691. Also, in Hanna v. 
Plummer, 380 U.S. 460, the United States Supreme Court held that one of the aims of the Erie rule was to discourage 
forum-shopping. See Hanna at 468. 
2 Diversity jurisdiction allows federal courts to hear controversies "between Citizens of different States." U.S. 
Constitution, Art. ID, § 2. ''The district Courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions where the matter in 
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filed notices indicating that they now maintain new addresses in states other than California. 

Furthermore, included in requests for dismissal filed by most o:f the pro per plaintiffs is the 

statement that dismissal is due because of "complete diversity jurisdiction." Plaintiff's ploy 

could not be more transparent. Plaintiff has no intention of resolving his claims through 

dismissal and, instead, intends to seek recovery in a forum he believes may be more favorable. 

As the Wells Court indicated, motives such as the Plaintiff's should not be permitted to 

succeed. If Plaintiff's Request is granted it will only prolong, rather than terminate, the actions 

against PG&E. It also would not serve the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. The 

effect of granting the Request would prejudice PG&E by exposing it to d'~~stly, 

annoying and continuous litigation, burden the court system with fruitless proceedings, and delay 

the ultimate resolution of the validity of the Plaintiff's pleading. Plaintiff has other options 

available to him, such as appealing any order regarding PG&E's demurrer. Therefore, Plaintiff's 

request for dismissal should be denied because it is a tactical ploy that will only burden and 

prejudice PG&E with further litigation. 

D. There is a Likelihood that Plaintiff Will Seek to Return His Claims to State 
Court in the Future 

There is a possibility that Plaintiff's attempt to seek redress in federal court will fail and 

Plaintiff will, once again, attempt to assert his claims against PG&E in state Court. Based on 

statements from .... it appears the pro per plaintiffs intend to bring claims in federal Courts 

in several states. In pursuit of this end, Plaintiffs in 28 of the pro per cases have since filed 

notices of change of address. Only 22 of these notices identify addresses outside of California. 

This attempt to manufacture jurisdiction will only fail. Me.· ;,· 

Federal law clearly holds that it is improper to attempt to manufacture diversity 

jurisdiction. ''Tbere must be an actual, not pretended, change of domicile; in other words, the 

removal must be a real one, animo manendi, and not merely ostensible." Morris v. Gilmer, 129 

U.S. 315, 328 (internal citation omitted). The burden will fall to the plaintiffs that have noticed 

out of state addresses to prove that the new addresses are their place of domicile in order to 

establish that they are a citizen of that state. The party seeking to invoke federal jurisdiction 

bears the burden of demonstrating that the requirements of diversity are met. See Pollution 

28 controversy exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, and is between ... citizens of different States." 28 U.S.C. § 
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Control Indus. Of America, Inc. v. Van Gundy, 21 F.3d 152, 155. "A person's state citizenship is 

determined by their state of domicile, not their state of residence. A person is domiciled in a 

location where he or she has established a fixed habitation or abode in a particular place, and 

[intends] to remain there permanently or indefinitely." Lew v. Moss, (9th Cir. 1986) 797 F.2d 

747, 749-750 (internal quotations omitted). It has further been held that "domicile is generally a 

compound of physical presence plus an intention to make a certain definite place one's 

permanent abode." Weible v. United State, (9th Cir. 1957) 244 F.2d 158, 163. Based on the hasty 

manner in which the pro per plaintiffs served their notices of change of address, following 

statements to Castellon and the Water Board, and the claims of diversity jurisdiction 

made in the requests for dismissal, it is unlikely that the pro per plaintiffs who have indicated a 

new state of residence will be able to establish that they are, in fact, citizens of those states. 

Based on the foregoing, there is a high likelihood that Plaintiff's ploy to seek redress in 

federal court will be defeated. If this happens, Plaintiff may, at some point in the future, attempt 

to refile his action against PG&E in state court. This result must not be permitted. As such, 

PG&E requests that the Court deny the Request and hear PG&E's demurrer and motion to strike. 

ID. PG&E'S DEMURRER AND MOTION TO STRIKE SHOULD BE GRANTED 

As discussed above, Plaintiffs Request should be denied. PG&E Requests that the Court 

hear its Demurrer and MTS. PG&E's Demurrer and MTS ~Wltr·l\tf unopposed and, therefore, 

they should be granted on the grounds stated therein. 

PG&E's Demurrer is also supported by the Water Board's May 27, 2015 letter to 

See Castellon Deel., para 5. In the letter the Water Board discusses the basis of 

Plaintiffs claims at length. The Water Board notes that it has never established that PG&E is 

responsible for the presence of arsenic or uranium in Hinkley's ground water. It is stated that 

these constituents are present in the Hinkley area in a higher concentration than is usually found. 

23 
· Moreover, the Water Board notes that movement of these constituents could be caused by 

24 
agricultural practices that have been employed for decades in the Hinkley area by entities other 

25 

26 

27 

than PG&E. 

28 1332(a). 
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The Water Board also contradicts the basis of Plaintiffs claims related to the 

concealment of facts by identifying multiple documents produced by PG&E, dating back to 2012, 

as well as multiple locations where additional documents are publicly available. 

The Water Board's representations provide further support for PG&E's position that 

Plaintiffs claims are factually insufficient. Based on the lack of factual support for Plaintiffs 

claims, dismissal without leave to amend is appropriate. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

California law holds that a plaintiff does not maintain a right to dismiss an action when a 

loss is inevitable or when the request for dismissal is a tactical ploy. Both of these elements are 

present here. Plaintiff understands that a dismissal without leave to amend pursuant to PG&E's 

demurrer is inevitable and Plaintiff is attempting to circumvent that inevitability. In addition, 

Plaintiffs Request is made as a tactical ploy. Plaintiff wishes to dismiss this action and seek 

another forum in which to bring claims against PG&E. Working in conjunction with the other 

pro per plaintiffs, Plaintiff intends to bring multiple actions against PG&E in federal courts in 

several states outside of California. Plaintiff is motivated to seek a forum outside California by a 

stated desire to exclude the Water Board and other witnesses from future actions against PG&E 

in other states. Plaintiffs Request will not serve to complete this action but will only place 

further undue prejudice, burden and expense on PG&E and additional strain on the judicial 

system. California law prohibits such an outcome. 

Based on the foregoing, PG&E requests that the Court deny the Request and proceed with 

the hearing on PG&E's Demurrer and MTS. Moreover, because the Demurrer and Motion to 

strike are unopposed, PG&E request that the Court grant both motions in their entirety and 

dismiss Plaintiffs SAC without leave to amend. 

Dated: June 22, 2015 CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 

.. ----···1 
... ;;.~::~:~~- ' ···- ....•.. . ... 

By: <"/;~'~ ~ 
"';:>RuberrA:· Castellon·· ···· 

Alastair F. Hamblin 
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Attorneys for Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company 
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Pursuant to the Courf s June I, 2015 Order, Defendant Pacific Gas and Electric Company 

("PG&E") hereby submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding a plaintiff's right 

to voluntarily dismiss an action when a dispositive motion is pending. Pursuant to California 

law, the Plaintiff.A••••• ("Plaintiff') right to voluntarily dismiss this action is cut-off 

because the Plaintiff's request for dismissal without prejudice ("'Request") is a tactical ploy that 

will not resolve this action. The facts, show that Plaintiff is engaged in the act of forum 

shopping. Case law holds that attempting to dismiss a case as a tactical ploy is improper and, 

specifically, when a Plaintiff requests a dismissal to engage in forum shopping it imposes an 

unnecessary burden on the defendant and the Court system and improperly prejudices the 

defendant. 

To avoid undue prejudice, PG&E requests that if the Co~1"3smissal of this 

action pursuant to Plaintiff's Request that the dismissal be with prejudice. In the alternative, 

PG&E requests that the Court proceed with the hearing on the demurrer and motion to strike 

Plaintiff's operative second amended complaint ("SAC'') before rendering a decision regarding 

dismissal. 

I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

On May 1, 2015, Plaintiff filed the SAC in this action. On May 20, 2015 PG&E filed and 

served a demurrer to the SAC ("Demurrer'') and a motion to strike portions of the SAC ("MTS"). 

See Castellon Deel., para. 3. The Demurrer specifically requested dismissal of Plaintiff's entire 

action with prejudice. Id. The Demurrer and MTS are currently set for hearing on June 25, 

2015. Id. 

On May 22, 2015, Plaintiff filed the Request. The Request states that Plaintiff seeks 

dismissal of PG&E "due to complete diversity jurisdiction." Plaintiffs in all of the pro per cases 

pending in this Court also filed requests for dismissal and with the exception of two, they all 

cited "complete diversity jurisdiction" as the basis for their request for dismissal. Further, 

around the time of the filing of the Plaintiffs Request all but one of the pro per plaintiffs filed 
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notices of change of address. These forms indicate that several of the plaintiffs now maintain 

addresses outside of the state of California. 

On June 1, 2015, the Court issued a minute order entitled "Further Order on Dismissed 

PG&E Cases" ("Minute Order"). In the Minute Order the Court stated the following: 

The law is unclear whether plaintiff had an absolute right to dismiss an action 
when a dispositive motion is pending .... In light of the uncertainty in the law, the 
Court will entertain argument on the issue at the scheduled hearing on 6/25/15 at 
8:30a.m. 

PG&E now submits this memorandum of points and authorities regarding Plaintiffs right 

to dismiss this action when PG&E's dispositive motions are pending. 

Il. IF THE COURT ALLOWS PLAINTIFF TO DISMISS THE CASE, PG&E 

REQUESTS THAT THE DISMISSAL BE WITH PREJUDICE 

Plaintiffs right to dismiss their action is based on section 581 of the California Code of 

Civil Procedure. It is clear that, while a plaintiffs right to dismiss is generally upheld it is not 

absolute. There are several cases where California Courts have denied a plaintiff's request for 

dismissal when it is clear that the dismissal is a tactical ploy, including situations when a plaintiff 

attempts to dismiss a case with the intent to file it in another court. 

Here, the contents of the requests to dismiss and notices of change of address filed by all 

of the pro per plaintiffs makes it clear that the requested dismissal is simply a tactical ploy. 

Plaintiff does not truly intend to dismiss the action but will seek to bring his claims in another 

forum. Meanwhile, PG&E has expend~g significant sums defending Plaintiffs claims already 

and, if dismissal is granted without prejudice PG&E will only be subjected to additional costs 

and undue prejudice. Moreover, PG&E and the Court system will continue to be burdened by 

Plaintiff's claims. This is an improper outcome. In order to avoid undue prejudice, PG&E 

requests that any dismissal be granted with prejudice. 

A. Applicable Law 

California Code of Civil Procedure § 581 states that: 

An action may be dismissed in any of the following instances: 
(1) With or without prejudice, upon written request of the plamtiffto the clerk, 
filed with papers in the case, or by oral or written request to the court at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of the costs, if any. 
Cal. Code. Civ. Proc.§ 581 
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California cases hold that a plaintiff's right to dismiss the action without prejudice may 

be cut off where a dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thereon, if the dismissal 

appears to be a tactical ploy. SeeHardbrodt v. Burke (1996) 42 Cal.App.4th 168, 175 (request 

for dismissal without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in 

discovery dispute); Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 Cal.App.4th 253, 257 

(request for dismissal without prejudice filed after expiration of time to file opposition to motion 

for summary judgment); See also Mary Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark (1996) 49 Cal.App.4th 765, 770 

(voluntary dismissal not pennitted after summary judgment hearing commenced and was 

continued to permit discovery). 

In the case Wells v. Marina City Properties, Inc.t 29 Cal.3d 781 (1981), the Court 

considered the issue of whether a plaintiff should be allowed to dismiss the case and refile in 

another Court after failing several attempts to amend his complaint to satisfy the Court that a 

cause of action was stated. The Wells Court held that "[t]o accept his present argument ... would 

allow him to reassert the same allegations in still another complaint, seeking a more favorable 

ruling from another court, rather than to proceed in a more appropriate, expeditious and final 

course to appeal on the legal sufficiency of those allegations. The obvious consequence of such a 

statutory construction would be to prolong, rather than to terminate, lawsuits. It would not serve 

the orderly and timely disposition of civil litigation. No good reason appears why 

encouragement should be given to such tactics, the effect of which is to expose the defendants to 

duplicative 'annoying and continuous litigation,' to burden our trial court with 'fruitless' 

proceedings, and to delay the ultimate resolution of the validity of the plaintiff's pleading.,, 

Wells at 788-789. The Wells Court continued, stating "[o]ur interpretation of Section 581 does 

not deny a plaintiff his day in court. It simply requires that he frame his allegations in order to 

state a cause of action; and if a plaintiff is unable to do so after an adequate and reasonable 

opportunity is afforded, he must proceed to a review of such legal determination by appeal, rather 

than seek another trial forum in which to reassert the same claims." Id. 

B. Plaintiff's Request for Dismissal is a Tactical Ploy and Plaintiff Should Not 
be Permitted to Dismiss the Case Without Prejudice 

Plaintiff's dismissal is a tactical ploy and, as such, the dismissal should be granted with 

prejudice, not without. Plaintiff intends to dismiss his action in this Court but he does not seek a 
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dismissal in a final resolution of his claims. Instead, Plaintiff intends to attempt to obtain 

recovery in another forum at the expense of PG&E. As will be explained below, the practice of 

forum shopping is improper and is disapproved ofbyboth state and federal courts1
• If Plaintiff is 

allowed to dismiss this case without prejudice and shop for a forum that he finds more suitable :it 

could lead to extreme prejudice to PG&E and an incredible undue burden on the judicial system. 

Plaintiff's intent to forum shop is established by the facts. All of the pro per plaintiffs, 

including Plaintiff, filed requests for dismissals. All but two of these requests stated that the 

grounds for dismissal was "due to complete diversity jurisdiction. Diversity jurisdiction is one of 

the two forms of jurisdiction that federal courts are required to have before they can hear a claim. 

Diversity jurisdiction allows federal courts to hear controversies ''between Citizens of different 

States." U.S. Constitution, Art. III, § 2. "The district Courts shall have original jurisdiction of 

all civil actions where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value of$75,000, and is 

between ... citizens of different States." 28 U.S.C. § 1332(a). It is clear that the pro per plaintiffs 

believe that diversity jurisdiction exists. It is also clear that there is no other reason to state that 

diversity jurisdiction exists unless the plaintiffs are attempting to establish federal diversity 

jurisdiction (i.e., plaintiffs are shopping for another forum for their claims). 

Around the time the pro per plaintiffs began filing their requests for dismissal, change of 

address notices were filed in all but one of the pro per cases. Many of these notices indicated that 

the named plaintiffs now maintain new addresses in states other than California, including 

Nevada, Arizona, Colorado, Texas, South Carolina, and Washington. The remainder of notices 

received by PG&E ( eight change of address notices identified on the docket were not received by 

PG&E) listed addresses in different counties of California. The majority of these notices were 

filed after the requests for dismissals were already filed. These change of address forms further 

confirm that the pro per plaintiffs intend to engage in forum shopping. Based on the statement in 

the requests for dismissal that complete diversity exists it is obvious that the concurrent mass 

filing of change of address notices is intended to support the manufacture of diversity 

' California law holds that Courts should not allow forum shopping. See Henderson v. Superior Court, 77 
Cal. App. 3d 583, 593-594 (Cal. App. 2d Dist. 1978); Appalachian Ins. Company v. Superior Court (1984) 162 
Cal.App.3d 427,438; Delfosse v. C.A.C.L, Inc.-Federal (1990) 218 Cal.App.3d683, 691. Also, in Hanna v. 
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jurisdiction. There can be no other reason plaintiffs have noticed changes of address after the 

requests for dismissals were filed other than an attempt to establish diversity jurisdiction. 

Plaintiff's ploy could not be more transparent. Aside from the fact that it is highly 

unlikely that all of the plaintiffs changed domicile at the same time, the facts support a theory 
' that Plaintiff has no intention of resolving his claims through dismissal. Instead, the pro per 

plaintiffs, including Plaintiff, intend to seek recovery in different forums. In addition, given the 

above facts, it is clear that if all of the pro per plaintiffs are allowed to dismiss their cases without 

prejudice then they will likely file a multiplicity of actions against PG&E in other California state 

Courts and in federal Courts around the Country. PG&E will be faced with litigation in multiple 

jurisdictions and the cost of defending all of these cases will be_ extremely high. Moreover, the 

burden on the Court will be extensive and significant. 

There is also a high possibility that the pro per plaintiffs' attempts to bring actions in 

federal court pursuant to diversity jurisdiction will fail. Federal law clearly holds that it is 

improper to attempt to manufacture diversity jurisdiction. "There must be an actual, not 

pretended, change of domicile; in other words, the removal must be a real one, animo manendi, 

and not merely ostensible." Morris v. Gilmer, 129 U.S. 315, 328 (internal citation omitted). The 

burden will fall to the plaintiffs that have noticed out of state addresses to prove that the new 

addresses are their place of domicile in order to establish that they are a citizen of that state. The 

party seeking to invoke federal jurisdiction bears the burden of demonstrating that the 

requirements of diversity are met. See Pollution Control Indus. Of America, Inc. v. Van Gundy, 

21 F.3d 152, 155. "A person's state citizenship is determined by their state of domicile, not their 

state of residence. A person is domiciled in a location where he or she has established a fixed 

habitation or abode in a particular place, and [intends] to remain there permanently or 

indefinitely." Lew v. Moss, (9th Cir. 1986) 797 F.2d 747, 749-750 (internal quotations omitted). 

It has further been held that "domicile is generally .a compound of physical presence plus an 

intention to make a certain definite place one's permanent abode." Weible v. United State, (9th 

Cir. 1957) 244 F.2d 158, 163. 

Plummer, 380 U.S. 460, the United States Supreme Court held that one of the aims ofth.e Erie rule was to discourage 
forum-shopping. See Hanna at 468. 
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Based on the hasty manner in which the pro per plaintiffs served their notices of change 

of address, following the claims of diversity jurisdiction made in the requests for dismissal, it is 

unlikely that the pro per plaintiffs who have indicated a new state of residence will be able to 

establish that they are, in fact, citizens of those states. This will inevitably lead to more cases 

filed in California courts against PG&E once the federal actions are rejected, further burdening 

the Court- system and prejudicing PG&E. 

In the Wells case, the Court identified just such prejudice to the defendant and burden on 

the Court system as a reason for disallowing the plaintiff to dismiss without prejudice. In that 

case, the plaintiff's dismissal came after the plaintiff failed to amend its complaint in the time 

allowed following the defendant's successful demurrer but that should not change the outcome 

here. In the cases Cravens and Melzark, supra, the Court refused to grant a dismissal without 

prejudice when no final ruling had been made on pending dispositive motions, similar to the 

situation here. If the plaintiffs are allowed to engage in this tactical ploy and forum shop until 

they find individual forums with which they are each satisfied, PG&E will be faced with 

significant prejudice and an incredible burden that will be placed on both the state and federal 

court systems. The plaintiffs, on the other hand, will not lose any rights because they have 

already had multiple attempts to amend their compiaint and they have repeatedly failed to state 

facts sufficient to state any actionable causes of action, as discussed in PG&E's Demurrer. As 

such, in order to prevent undue prejudice and a burden on the Court system, PG&E requests that 

the Court grant a dismissal, but with prejudice. 

III. IN THE ALTERNATIVE, PG&E'S DEMURRER AND MOTION TO STRIKE 

SHOULD BE GRANTED 

As discussed above, in order to deter the use of dismissals as a tactical ploy and to avoid 

prejudice to PG&E and a burden on the Court system, the Court should grant a dismissal with 

prejudice. In the alternative, PG&E requests that the Court hear its Demurrer and MTS before 

making a ruling on the Request. PG&E's Demurrer establishes that Plaintiff has, once again, 

failed to state a cause of action. The Demurrer also requests a dismissal with prejudice. There · 

are grounds stated in the demurrer for such an outcome. In addition, PG&E's Demurrer and 

MTS strike are unopposed and, therefore, they should be granted on the grounds stated therein. 
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As such, PG&E requests that the Court pennit it the opportunity to have its Demurrer and MTS 

heard because there is a possibility that a ruling granting these motions could prevent significant 

future prejudice. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

California law holds that a plaintiff does not maintain a right to dismiss an action when a 

request for dismissal is a tactical ploy. Plaintiff's Request is made as a tactical ploy. Plaintiff 

wishes to dismiss this action and seek another forum in which to bring claims against PG&E. 

Working in conjunction with the other pro per plaintiffs, Plaintiff intends to bring multiple 

actions against PG&E in federal courts in several states outside of California. Plaintiffs Request 

will not serve to complete this action but will only place further undue prejudice, burden and 

expense on PG&E and additional strain on the judicial system. California law prohibits such an 

outcome. 

Based on the foregoing, PG&E requests that the Court grant dismissal with prejudice or, 

in the alternative, proceed with the hearing on PG&E's Demurrer and MTS. Moreover, because 

the Demurrer and Motion to strike are unopposed, PG&E request that the Court grant both 

motions in their entirety and dismiss Plaintiffs SAC without leave to amend. 

Dated: June 24, 2015 CASTELLON & FUNDERBURK LLP 

By: 
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uben A. Castellon 
Alastair F. Hamblin 
Attorneys for Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 
[C.C.P. § 1013, C.R.C.§ 2008, F.R.C.P. Rule 5] 

I, Skarleht Samayoa, state: 

I am a citizen of the United States. My business address is 81 I Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 
1025 Los Angeles, CA 90017 I am employed in the City and County of Los Angeles where this 
mailing occurs. · I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to this action. On the date 
set forth below, I caused to be served the foregoing document described as: 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY'S MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES REGARDING THE PLAINTIFF'S RIGHT TO DISMISS AN ACTION 
WHEN DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS ARE PENDING 

on the following person(s) in this action by FIRST CLASS MAIL addressed as follows: 
Nick Panchev 
25633 Anderson Ave. 
Barstow, CA 92311 

Tel: 760-678-4708 
BY FIRST CLASS MAIL - I am readily familiar with my firm's practice for collection 

and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service, to-wit, that 
correspondence will be deposited with the United States Postal Service this same day in the 
ordinary course of business. I sealed said envelope and placed it for collection and mailing this 
date, folJowing ordinary business practices. 

BY FACSIMILE - I caused said document to be transmitted by Facsimile machine to the 
number indicated after the address(es) noted above. (As courtesy copy only.) 

BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY - I caused said document to be transmitted by Federal 
Express overnight delivery on the next business day to counsel at the address( es) noted above. 
(To Counsel for Defendants, deposited on [add date here] at 811 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1025, Los 
Angeles, CA 90017-2606. Los Angeles, California) 

X: BY PERSONAL SERVICE -ACE Attorney Service was directed to serve each 
envelope(s) by hand to the offices of the addressee(s). 

I declare W1der penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the 
foregoing is true and correct and that this declaration was executed this date at Los Angeles, 
California. 

June 24, 2015 

Skarleht Samayoa 
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VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 
Attn: for ET AL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

June 18, 2015 

The Honorable Leondra R. Kruger 
Supreme Court of California 
350 McAllister Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4 797 

The Honorable Leondra R. Kruger: 

The Victims are not seeking an opine, nor subject matter review from an appeal. 

Just to let you know of what is transpiring in the Superior Court County of San Bernardino, State 
of California. 

In Summary, the Victims, per attached hereto Volume, has voluntarily dismissed their 
cases, without prejudice, prior to trial, prior to hearings, prior to hearings on motions that should 
not be construed as being dispositive in the absence of conclusive hearing and in the absence of 
opportunity to file opposition by the adversary party, thus prejudicial to the Plaintiffs. 

Per attached hereto cover page within said Volume, the Minutes are seeking from the 
Plaintiffs to execute Memorandum of Points and Authorities, thereafter entered dismissal, and it 
appears that the Court is asking them to appear on filed motion for demurer and striking of the 
Plaintiffs SAC, which was timely filed thereafter granted leave of court to amend, which was 
filed by the Defendant just two days before the dismissal and the Plaintiffs have not even 
received such Motion, nor aware of that paper content. 

Said Minutes are citing just one "GENERALLY RYLAARSDAM, ET AL, CAL. PRAC. 
GUIDE: CIV. PRO. BEFORE TRIAL (TRG) 2014) 11:25-11:25.20, PP. 11-23-11-16 ((not 
construed as a majority to override). 

Those Plaintiffs should not be subjected to entertain such an order, on the following grounds: 

Absolute right to dismiss: Unless one of the exceptions below applies, plaintiffs right to 
dismiss anytime before trial is absolute. The clerk of the court has no discretion to refuse to enter 
the dismissal; and the court has no power to set it aside against plaintiffs will. [O'Dell v. 
Freightliner Corp. (1992) 10 CA4th 645,659, 12 CR2d 774, 781] CCP § 581(b) treats equally 
dismissals with or without prejudice with respect to the right to dismiss before commencement of 
trial. [Kyle v. Carmon (1999) 71 CA4th 901, 909, 84 CR2d 303, 308] 
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Procedure: A voluntary dismissal, with or without prejudice, may be accomplished before trial 

simply by plaintiffs written request to the court clerk; or by oral or written request t~he ¥ourt. 

[CCP § 58l(b)(l); see Sanabria v. Embrey (2001) 92 CA4th 422, 425-426, 1 l~itr~,i 
FORM: Request for Dismissal (Judicial Council form 982(a)(5)). See Cal. Prac. GuidtCiv. Pro. 
Before Trial FORMS (TRG). (1) [11:27a] 

Effective upon tender: The clerk of the court has no power to refuse a request for dismissal. The 
dismissal is effective upon tender, and all subsequent proceedings are void (other than issues 
relating to court costs and fees). [Aetna Cas. & Sur. Co. v. Humboldt Loaders, Inc. (1988) 202 
CA3d 921,931,249 CR 175, 181-182--immaterial that case had been consolidated for trial with 
another action] 

Not affected by 'fast track': Plaintiffs right to dismiss is not subject to fast track statutes and 
rules. Thus, although plaintiff may refile following a dismissal without prejudice (which may 
have the same effect as a stay or continuance), the court cannot set the dismissal aside and order 
a dismissal with prejudice. [Harris v. Billings (1993) 16 CA4th 1396, 1403, 20 CR2d 718, 722] 

Commencement of trial: The right to dismiss with or without prejudice exists 'at any time 
before the actual commencement of trial, upon payment of costs, if any.' [ CCP § 5 81 (b )( 1)] Once 
'trial' has commenced, a voluntary dismissal is generally allowed only with prejudice; see 
discussion at 1 11 :28 ff. (But there are qualifications as to what constitutes 'commencement of 
trial'; see 111:18 ff.) 

Statutory definition: Trial is deemed to 'actually commence at the beginning of the opening 
statement or argument of any party or his or her counsel, or if there is no opening statement, then 
at the time of the administering of the oath or affirmation to the first witness, or the introduction 
of any evidence.' [CCP § 58l(a)(6)] (b) [11:17.2] 

Interpreted to include proceedings not normally considered trials: Despite its precision, the 
statute is interpreted to encompass dispositive rulings before trial (see 111:18 ff.). 
'Commencement of trial' is held to be 'illustrative rather than exclusive of the circumstances 
under which a trial has begun.' [Gray v. Sup.Ct. (Hunter) (1997) 52 CA4th 165, 171, 60 CR2d 
428, 431 (emphasis added; internal quotes omitted)] 'Trial' includes 'the examination ... of the 
facts or law put in issue in a cause.' [Gray v. Sup.Ct. (Hunter), supra, 52 CA4th at 171, 60 CR2d 
at 431 (emphasis added)] [11 :17.3-17.4] Reserved. 

Dispositive rulings before trial: Although the statute says the right to dismiss continues until 
'actual commencement of trial,' that right is superseded by a ruling or determination that 
effectively disposes of plaintiffs case, thereby obviating the need for trial. [Gray v. Sup.Ct. 
(Hunter) (1997) 52 CA4th 165, 173, 60 CR2d 428,433; Malovec v. Hamrell (1999) 70 CA4th 
434,441, 82 CR2d 712, 717, fn. 4--right to voluntarily dismiss without prejudice (or even with 
prejudice) terminated at time of court's ruling disposing of case] 
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NO TACTICAL PLOY Compare--dismissal after dispositive motion filed as tactical ploy: 

Several cases hold plaintiffs right to dismiss the action without prejudice may be cut off where a 

dispositive motion is pending, before any ruling thereon, if the dismissal appears to be a tactical 

ploy. [Hartbrodt v. Burke (1996) 42 CA4th 168, 175, 49 CR2d 562, 567--request for dismissal 

without prejudice filed day before hearing on motion for terminating sanction in discovery 

dispute; Cravens v. State Board of Equalization (1997) 52 CA4th 253,257, 60 CR2d 436, 438-­

same, after expiration of time to file opposition to motion for summary judgment; see also Mary 

Morgan, Inc. v. Melzark (1996) 49 CA4th 765, 770, 57 CR2d 4, 7--voluntary dismissal not 

permitted after summary judgment hearing commenced and was continued to permit discovery] 

[11:25.11-25.14] Reserved. 

Voluntary Dismissal Is Not Appealable. A voluntary dismissal under CCP §581 is not 

appealable. The entry of request for a dismissal is a ministerial, not judicial, act and no appeal 

lies from it. A willful dismissal without prejudice terminates that action for all time and afford 

the appellate court no jurisdiction to review motion made prior to dismissal. [ Gutkin v. 

University of Southern California, 101 CA4th 967, 975, 125, CR2d 115, 121 (2002) .] 

Preclusive Effect. Voluntary Dismissal Without Prejudice. By definition, a voluntary dismissal 

without prejudice is not a final judgment on the merits and therefore has no preclusive effect. 

[Syujy Enterprises v. City of Oakland, 104 CA4th 869,8979, 128 CR2d 808, 816, (2002).] 

When plaintiff files a valid request for dismissal without prejudice, it has the right to refile the 

action. [Zapata v. Universal Care, Inc., 107 CA4th 1167, 1174, 132 CR2d 842, 846-47 (2003).] 

No Demurrer taken under submission has occurred. If demurrer is taken under submission, 

the California should require the clerk to notify the parties of the ruling, but such notification 

does not constitute service of notice of the court's decision or order described in CCP § 472b. 

See Cal Rules of Ct 3 .1109( a)-( c ). 

Timing: The right to dismiss without prejudice expires upon 'the actual commencement of trial' 

(CCP § 581(b)). 'Trial' is interpreted broadly to include demurrers and motions that dispose of 

the litigation ( see ,i 11: 18 ff.). 

No SLAPP dismissal: If plaintiff voluntarily dismisses before the hearing on defendant's anti­

SLAPP motion (see ,i 7:207), the court cannot rule on the motion. Nevertheless, defendant is 

presumed to be the 'prevailing party' for purposes of attorney fees under the antiSLAPP statute 

(see ,i 11 :39.22a). 1. 

Plaintiffs Right to Dismiss Before Trial: Subject to exceptions noted below, plaintiff has the 

absolute right to dismiss the action 'any time before the actual commencement of trial.' [CCP § 

581(b )(1)] 
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Where dispositive pretrial ruling pending? It is unclear whether the mere pendency of a 
. dispositive demurrer or motion cuts off plaintiffs 'absolute' right to dismiss without prejudice. 
The Supreme Court has stated in dictum: '(W)e note that such right of voluntary dismissal ... 
would also not be impaired prior to a decision sustaining the demurrer.' [Wells v. Marina City 
Properties, Inc. (1986) 29 C3d 781, 789, 176 CR 104, 109 (emphasis in original); see also 
Christensen v. Dewor Developments (1983) 33 C3d 778, 785, 191 CR 8, 12-13--plaintiff could 

dismiss without prejudice while demurrer to first amended complaint pending (111 :19.2)] The 
meaning and effect of this dictum is unclear: (a) [11 :25.1] View that right to dismiss continues 
until ruling: Several cases interpret Wells to mean that the cut-off date on the right to dismiss 

without prejudice 'should run from some sort of ruling, at least when the motion to dismiss might 
be denied.' [M & R Properties v. Thomson (1992) 11 CA4th 899, 905, 14 CR2d 579, 582-583 
(emphasis added); Kyle v. Carmon (1999) 71 CA4th 901,912, 84 CR2d 303, 310--plaintiffmay 
voluntarily dismiss after defendant files antiSLAPP motion and hearing is held, but before court 
rules on motion; Zapanta v. Universal Care, Inc. (2003) 107 CA4th 1167, 1173-1174, 132 CR2d 
842, 846-847--voluntary dismissal filed before deadline for opposition to summary judgment 

motion was effective because 'case had not yet reached a stage where a final disposition was a 
mere formality'] 

Tentative ruling as bar? One case holds that as long as no actual ruling or order has been made, 
plaintiff can dismiss without prejudice even after learning of an adverse tentative ruling. [See 
Datner v. Mann Theatres Corp. of Calif. (1983) 145 CA3d 768, 771, 193 CR 676,678] 

Terminates jurisdiction as to claims or parties dismissed: As long as plaintiff has the right to 

dismiss voluntarily, the dismissal request must be given immediate effect. Except as noted 
below, a voluntary dismissal of an entire action deprives the court of both subject matter and 
personal jurisdiction. [Harris v. Billings (1993) 16 CA4th 1396, 1405, 20 CR2d 718, 723; 
Sanabria v. Embrey (2001) 92 CA4th 422,425, 111 CR2d 837, 839-- dismissal effective 
immediately as to party dismissed although action continued as to other parties] 

Ill 
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POISONED AQUIFERS WITH ARSENIC AND URANIUM, ENTIRE TOWN OF HINKLEY, CA 92347 

POISONED WITH/ CONCENTRATION LATIDUDE COORDINATES LONGITUDE COORDINATES AQUIFER# 
-

.• ~NIUM AT 70 pCi/L 34° 55' 58.20" N 117° 11' 55.46" w 1 

ARSENIC AT 2,500 ppb 34° 54' 27.22" N 117° 10' 34.43" w 2 

ARSENIC 130 ppb 34° 54' 41.49" N 117° 11' 16.92" w 3 

ARSENIC AT 740 ppb 
Alleged area coordinates (applicable) 34° 55' 45.35" N 117° 07' 21.99" w 6 
therefrom adjacent area coordinates 34° 56' 09. 70" N 111° 08' 08.19" W 88 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 55' 00.10" N 117° 13' 04.58" w 7 

ARSENIC AT 270 ppb 34° 55' 59.31" N 117° 11' 57.13" w 8 

URANIUM AT 35 pCUL 34° 54' 40.11" N 117° 07' 07 .49" w 10 

ARSENIC AT 57 ppb 35° 00' 56.45" N 117° 12' 13.30" w 11 

ARSENIC AT 34 ppb 35° 01' 43.44" N 111° 11' 51.61" W 12 

ARSENIC AT 9.9 ppb 43° 56' 12.41" N 117° 14' 00.13" w 13 

ARSENIC AT 350 ppb 35° 01' 55.43" N 117° 12" 19.21" w 14 

ARSENIC AT 140 ppb 35° 01' 46.10" N 117° 12' 27.24" w 16 

ARSENIC AT 73 ppb 34° 55' 24.01" N 117°13' 15.34" w 19 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 56' 17.58" N 117° 09' 05.62" w 21 

URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117° 12' 39.47" w 22 

URANIUM AT 70 pCUL 
Alleged area coordinates (applicable) 34° 55' 46.32" N 117°11' 50.31" w 1 
therefrom adjacent area coordinates 34° 55' 58.20" N 117°11' 55.46" w 23 

URANIUN AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117°12' 39.47"W 24 

I URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117°12' 39.47" w 25 
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POISONED AQUIFERS WITH ARSENIC AND URANIUM, ENTIRE TOWN OF HINKLEY, CA 92347 

/ ~ISONED WITH / CONCENTARTION LATIDUDE COORDINATES LONGITUDE COORDINATES AQUIFER# 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 59' 44.96" w 117° 12' 26.32" w 26 

ARSENIC AT 470 ppb 34° 55' 40.25" N 117° 12' 12.61" w 27 

ARSENIC AT 46 ppb 34° 55' 10.12" N 117° 13' 05.60" w 28 

ARSENIC AT 150 ppb 34° 55' 04.54" N 117° 13' 04.59" w 29 

ARSENIC AT 79 ppb 35° 02' 39.28" N 117° 12' 09.67" W 30 

ARSENIC AT 19 ppb 34° 55' 06.02" N 117° 08' 37 .94" w 33 

ARSENIC AT 210 ppb 34° 56' 30.76" N 117° 10' 57.21" w 37 

URANIUM AT 49 ug/L 34° 55' 12.82" N 117° 12' 39.47" w 38 

\RSENIC AT 76 ppb 34° 54' 34.68" N 117° 11' 07.73" W 39 

ARSENIC AT 11 34° 54' 41.74" N 117° 11' 12.13" w 51 

ARSENIC AT 120 ppb 34° 56' 13.98" N 117° 11' 13.27 w 53 

ARSENIC AT 140 ppb 34° 56' 20.65" N 117° 11' 09.40" w 57 

ARSENIC AT 54 ppb 34° 56' 31.21" N 117° 11' 17.40" W 58 

ARSENIC AT 24 ppb 34° 55' 32.75" N 117° 07' 07.86" w 61 

ARSENIC AT 13 ppb 34° 51' 09.81" N 117° 11' 42.47" w 62 

ARSENIC AT 30 ppb 34° 56' 10.70" N 117° 12' 00.25" w 78 

ARSENIC AT 740 ppb 34° 56' 09.70" N 117° 08' 08.17" w 88 
34° 55' 46.44" N 117° 07' 39.28" w 

DDb - parts per billion for Arsenic pCi/L - picocurie per liter and ua/L - microgram per liter .for Uranium 

Page 2 of 3 



~ -- ' 
\ 

TABLE Test results by three analytical, state certified, laboratories of drinking water in aquifers beneath the real properties Identified by APN, within the holding time 

No. Victim's Name Hinklev 92347 Address APN Aaulfer Poisoned With Concentration SamoleNo. 
1 Annette Airo 21256 Ash St. 0494-272-01 Uranium 70 pCi/L (western area) 1 

2 Tonja and Craig Dishmon 2227 4Community Blvd 0494-031-38 Arsenic 2,500 ppb (western area) 2 

3 Llovd and Barbara Vinson 36327 Hinkley Rd 0494-031-04 Arsenic 130 ppb (western area) 3 
6 Nick Panchev (neighbor results) 37350 Lenwood Rd 0497-201-09 Arsenic 740 ppb (eastern area) 6 

7 Moises Toledo I Juliana Martinez 36633 Hidden River Rd. 0494-163-08 Arsenic 19 ppb (western area 7 
8 Victor Suarez and Sarav Ordaz 37531 Mulberry Rd 0494-272-02 Arsenic 270 ooh (western area) 8 
10 William and Carolyn Bolin 36310 Lenwood Rd 0497-031-13 Uranium 35 pCi/L (eastern area) 10 
11 Keith Hawes 42100 Friends St 0489-193-05 Arsenic 57 ppb (northern area) 11 ( 

12 Columbia Garza 21430 Tobacco Rd 0489-271-48 Uranium 34 ua/L (northern area) 12 
13 Noel and Jane Corby 19660 Alcudia Rd 0495-161-09 Arsenic 9.8 ppb (western area} 13 
14 Shirley Holcroft 21480 Brown Ranch Rd 0489-261-04 Arsenic 350 ppb (northern area) 14 

16 Ronald Brown 42750 Orchard Rd 0489-182-08 Arsenic 140 ppb (northern area) 16 
19 Robert Richards 20262 W. HWY 58 0494-061-38 Arsenic 73 oob (western area) 19 
21 Herbert Nethery 23394 Alcudia Rd 0495-031-16 Arsenic 19 oob (eastern area) 21 
22 Alta Findley 36816 Hillview Rd. 0494-142-14 Uranium 49 ua/L (western area) 22 
23 Clell Courtney (neighbor results) Flower Rd. 0494-331-02 Uranium 70 pCI/L (western area) 23 
24 Janet Shultz 36827 Hillview Rd 0494-143-22 Uranium 49 ua/L (western area) 24 
25 Andrea.eet:Fv I .A J; I I ,'n_vVZ c;. 36796 Hillview Rd 0494-142-16 Uranium 49 ug/L (western area) 25 
26 Norman/ Gary/ Olive Halstead 20455 Halstead Rd. 0489-193-31 Arsenic 19 ppb (northern area) 26 
27 Robert Miller/ Donna 37241 Sycamore St. 0494-092-06 Arsenic 470 ppb (western area) 27 

28 Charles Matthiesen 36771 Hidden River Rd 0494-153-10 Arsenic 46 oob (western area) 28 
29 David Matthiesen 36709 Hidden River Rd 0494-163-10 Arsenic 150 oob (western area) 29 
30 Agustin Carrera 43595 Orchard Rd 0489-251-01 Arsenic 79 oob (northern area) 30 
33 Aurang Khan (neighbor results) 36693 Anson Ave 0494-241-27 Arsenic 24 DPb (easteml area) 33 
37 John Ramirez 38006 Pueblo Rd 0495-073-10 Arsenic 210 oob (central area) 37 
38 Richard Heiser 36805 Hillview Rd 0494-143-21 Uranium 49 ug/L (western area) 38 
39 Charles Jenkins /Darlene 21884 Catskill Rd 0494-031-77 Arsenic 76 DPb (western area) 39 
51 Adolfo and Marina Riebeling 21818 Pioneer Rd 0494-031-49 Arsenic 11 ppb (western area) 51 
53 Ken Nitao 37781 Hinkley Rd 0495-061-13 Arsenic 120 ppb (western area) 53 
57 Jose Ornelas, Rosalba H 21825 Pera Rd 0495-062-04 Arsenic 140 DDb (western area) 57 
58 Matsue Matthiesen Hinkley Rd 0495-071-03 Arsenic 54 ppb (western area) 58 
61 Gilberto/ Esoeranza Velazquez 37136 Lenwood Rd 0497-211-41 Arsenic 24 oob (eastern area) 61 
62 Joel Christison 33245 Hinkley Rd 0420-071-13 Arsenic 13 DPb (southern area) 62 
78 Oscar Urbina 2118 Santa Fe Ave. 0494-291-02 Arsenic 30 oob (western area) 78 
88 Kim and Min 37679 Dixie Rd 0497-201-01 Arsenic 7 40 ppb (eastern area) 88 



Poisoned Aquifers and poisoned within Drinking and Whole House Ground Waters with Hexavalent Chromium, based upon disclosure 
presented by Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Plume Map, located adjacent, or within, and beneath the real properties of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company. (Codified into Law Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 10 parts per billion (ppb), effective July 01, 2014, is 
applicable, as of date, to all owned real properties (over 300) by Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley, CA 92347 

No. Monitorin!!/Extraction Water Well Result in ppb No. Monitorin!!/Extraction Water Well Result in ppb 
1 SA-MW-05D 4600 51 MW-13 30 
2 SA-MW-10D 2800 52 MW-145 29 
3 SA-SM-02S 1900 53 MW-38B 28 
4 MW-15 1420 54 CA-MW-411S 27 
5 SA-MW-20D 1400 55 MW-179D 26 
6 MW-llB 1400 56 MW-182S 25 
7 SC-MW-26D 1100 57 MW-39D 23 
8 MW-20 940 58 MW-28B 23 
9 SA-SM-01S 780 59 X-16 23 

10 SA-MW-11S 530 60 MW-10 27 
11 SA-MW-09S 510 61 MW-109 22 
12 SA-MW-06S 510 62 CA-MW-508D 20 
13 PT2-MW-10 480 63 SA-SM-10D 18 
14 SA-MW-07D 470 64 EX-29 19 
15 SA-SM-08D 420 65 EX-15 18 
16 SC-MW-215 380 66 MW-28A 17 
17 SA-MW-26S 380 67 MW-154-S1 17 
18 SA-MW-21S 380 68 SA-SM-10D 18 
19 PMW-03 340 69 CA-MW-506D 15 
20 SC-MW-03D 330 70 EX-20 14 
21 SA-MW-16D 330 71 CA-MW-510D 12 
22 SA-MW-12S 330 72 MW-43 13 
23 MW-118RD 290 73 MW-27A 12 
24 MW-180RD 290 74 MW-50S 12 
25 MW-193-S3 275 75 MW-41S 11 
26 SA-MW-17S 270 
27 MW-178S 250 
28 SA-MW-04S 230 
29 MW-178D 170 
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Poisoned Aquifers and poisoned within Drinking and Whole House Ground Waters with Hexavalent Chromium, based upon disclosure 
presented by Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Plume Map, located adjacent, or within, and beneath the real properties of Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company. (Codified into Law Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) of 10 parts per billion (ppb), effective July 01, 2014, is 
applicable, as of date, to all owned real properties (over 300) by Pacific Gas and Electric Company, Hinkley, CA 92347 

30 MW-36 130 
31 SC-MW-13S 120 
32 MW-17 120 
33 CA-MW-302D 110 
34 SA-MW-18D 100 
35 SA-SM-11D 96 
36 CA-MW-405D 94 
37 CA-MW-107D 89 
38 CA-MW-315D 78 
39 CA-MW-402S 77 
40 CA-MW-108S 70 
41 SC-MW-38D 65 
42 MW-42B2 47 
43 CA-MW-412D 45 
44 MW-193-S2 42 
45 MW-04 41 
46 MW-108S 36 
47 MW-03 35 
48 MW-42-Bl 34 
49 MW-182D 33 
50 CA-MW-312D 32 
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EXHIBIT "B" 





FACTS 

FACTS ABOUT AQUIFER 

6. An aquifer is an underground layer of water-bearing permeable rock or unconsolidated 
materials (gravel, sand, or silt) from which groundwater can be extracted using water well. The study of 
water flow in aquifers and the characterization of aquifers is called hydrogeology. 

FACTSABOUTABANDONEMENTOFAQUIFERS 

If treatment or remediation of polluted groundwater is deemed to be difficult or expensive, then abandoning 
the use of aquifer's groundwater and finding an altemative source of water is the only other option. 

FACTS ABOUT LEGISLATION 

7. In November 2006, the Environmental Protection Agency published the Ground Water Rule in 
the United States Federal Register. The EPA was worried that the ground water system would be vulnerable 
to contamination from fecal matter. The point of the rule was to keep microbial pathogens out of public water 
sources. The 2006 Ground Water Rule was an amendment of the 1996 Safe Drinking Water Act. The ways to 
deal with groundwater pollution that has already occurred can be grouped into the following categories: 
Containing the pollutants to prevent them.from migrating.further; removing the pollutants.from the aquifer; 
remediating the aquifer by either immobilizing or detoxifying the contaminants while they are still in the 
aquifer (in-situ); treating the groundwater at its point of use; or abandoning the use of this aquifer's 
groundwater and finding an alternative source of water. 

FACTS ACCORDING TO UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY (USGS) 

At link: http://water.usgs.gov/nawqa/trace/pubs/gw v38n4/ 

8. "Concentrations of naturally occurring arsenic in ground water vary regionally due to a 
combination of climate and geology. Although slightly less than half of 30,000 arsenic analyses of ground 
water in the United States were =< 1 µg/L, about 10% exceeded 10 µg/L. At a broad regional scale, 
moderate to high arsenic concentrations appear to increase from east to west across the United States, 
although high concentrations exist in all physiographic provinces. Arsenic concentrations in ground water of 
the Appalachian Highlands and the Atlantic Plain generally are very low. Concentrations are somewhat 
greater in the Interior Plains and the Rocky Mountain System. Ground water in the lntermontane Plateaus 
and Pacific Mountain System of the western United States more commonly contains arsenic concentrations 
> 10 µg/L compared with that in the eastern physiographic provinces. Investigations during the last decade 
in New England, Michigan, Minnesota, South Dakota, Oklahoma, and Wisconsin suggest that moderate to 
high arsenic concentrations (> 10 µg/L) are more widespread and common than previously recognized 
''High" concentrations are de.fined as above the Environmental Protection Agency's established Maximum 
Contaminant Levels (MCLs) or other non-regulatory health-based levels for constituents or elements not 
having MCls. " 

9. At Link: http://www.moiavewater.org/{ileslHelendaleFaultStudy03-4069.pdf 
Page 41: "Arsenic concentrations in water from nine wells in the regional aquifer ranged from less than the 
detection limit of 2 to 13 0 µg/L with a median concentration of 11 µg/L " 

ACCORDING TO STAKEHOLDERS, AQUIFERS ARE ALSO "PRIVATE WATER SYSTEMS" 

10. Typically, private water systems that serves more than 25 people at least 60 days of the year and 
have more than 15 service connections are regulated by the EPA. Polluted ground water could cause illness. 

FACTS ABOUT GROUND WATER AND DOMESTIC WATER WELL 

11. When rainfalls, much.of it is absorbed into the ground Water that's not used by plants moves 
downward through pores and spaces in the rock until it reaches a dense layer of rock water trapped below 
the ground in the pores and spaces above the dense rock barrier is called ground water, and this is the water 
we get when we drill wells. Another common term for ground water is "aquifer" or "ground water aquifer." 
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FACTS ABOUT ARSENIC IN GROUND WATER 

Fact Sheet For Arsenic 
12. Per the State of California Lahontan Water Board Attachment G, Page 6 , ... "the federal and state 

MCL for arsenic is 10 µg/L. The US Geological Survey conducted sampling for various constituents in wells in 

the Mojave Water Agency management area.from 1991 to 1997, including wells in the Hinkley area. The study 

found arsenic in wells (up to 200 feet in depth) ranging.from less than lµg/L to 12 µg/L with most 

concentrations under 10 µg/L. While the USGS study was conducted after the release of chromium from the 

Hinkley Compressor Station, sampling occurred before the use of carbon amendment injections to 

groundwater, and thus reflects levels prior to in-situ remediation". Thus, the In-Situ I Agricultural operations, 

implemented by PG&E, has subsequently caused (anthropogenic causation factor) the poisoning of ground 

waters with Arsenic, at substantially more than the average of 3 ppb for naturally occurring arsenic in ground 

waters, now found at almost all wells. Arsenic is released from a variety of anthropogenic sources (USEP A), 

including waste incineration. (not limited to industrial facility's cooling towers). These anthropogenic releases 

of arsenic can elevate environmental arsenic concentrations. Human exposure to arsenic can result in a 
variety of chronic and acute effects. In particular, there is evidence that associates chronic arsenic ingestion 

at low concentrations with increased risk of skin cancer, and that arsenic may cause cancers of the lung, liver, 

bladder, kidney, and colon (ATSDR, 1998). Because of the human health risks associated with arsenic, 

USEP A regulates the level of arsenic in drinking water at MCL of 10 ppb and Legal Reporting Limit at 2 ppb. 

[Mandatory]. (Anthropogenic Sources of Arsenic is from man-made sources, such as In-Situ and Agricultural 

Operations, implemented by PG&E in Hinkley, CA) 

FACTS ABOUT URANIUM IN GROUND WATER 

Fact Sheet for Uranium 
13. The average concentration of uranium in the groundwater of the United States is about 2 pCi per liter 

(pCi/L). The average concentration in US. soils is about 2 pCi/g (3 ppm); The US. Environmental Protection 

Agency's (EPA) dr,inking water standard for uranium is 20 pCi/L (EPA 2009). Uranium present in the rocks 

and soil as a natural constituent represents natural background levels. Average Uranium Concentrations in 

Drinking Water for California was reported at average of 2. 7 pCi/L (picocuries per liter). Gross beta particles 

are a form of radiation that can pollute drinking water when disturbances, such as In-Situ Remediation for 

Hexavalent Chromium is in place, which mobilizes radioactive minerals. Gross beta radiation is a known 

human carcinogen. Because any level of exposure to gross beta radiation can cause cancer, EPA has set a 

health goal of zero for this radioactive contaminant. Any exposure to this radioactive 

contaminant poses cancer risk. The maximum level set by EPA is at 15 pCi/L and the required by law 
disclosure on detection level is at 1 pCi/L. Therefore, anthropogenic (human activities, such as PG&E's In­

Situ and Agricultural Treatment operations, are the cause for poisoning ground waters, not natural processes 

as the cause. Concentration for Uranium, greater than the background level (naturally occurring leveV of 2. 7 
pCi/L must be immediately investigated by the regulatory governmental agencies. Concentration greater than 
the legal reporting limit of 1 pCi/L, trigger mandatory disclosure as required by law. 

FACTS ABOUT SAMPLING OF GROUND WATER IN AQUIFER 

14. SAMPLING Two persons Required- "clean hand" and "dirty hand". No purging (rinsing well casing 
prior to sampling, since it will dilute and/or cause oxidation in event Arsenic and or Uranium are dissolved 
and/or in decay stage, and total, (not.filtered) sample sent to analytical laboratory will indicate the true result. 
EPA Method of filtering a sample prior to laboratory's test, by injection tool with filter attached at the end, is 
construed as filtered sample, and water sample will not indicate the true reading of any toxic substance. 
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FACTS ABOUT MOVEMENT OF GROUND WATER 
Fact Sheet For Ground Water Movement 

15. Per UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY (USGS) "Water is recharged to the groundwater 
system by percolation of water from precipitation and then flows to the stream through the groundwater 
system". "Water pumped from the groundwater system causes the water table to lower and alters the 
direction of groundwater movement. Some water that flowed to the stream no longer does so and some water 
may be drawn in from the stream into the groundwater system, thereby reducing the amount of streamflow. " 
"Contaminants introduced at the land surface may infiltrate to the water table and flow towards a point of 
discharge, either the well or the stream. ". 
"There are three types of movement of groundwater or the water table that we should be familiar with: 
percolation of infiltrated water, raising and lowering of the water table, and downslope flow of groundwater. " 

"Permeability is a measure of how fast water will flow through connected openings in soil or rock. " "The 
capacity of soil or rock to hold water is called porosity. " "Water seeping into an aquifer is known as 
recharge. " "Groundwater that becomes trapped under impermeable soil or rock may be under pressure. This 
is called a confined or artesian aquifer. " "Groundwater moves very slowly from recharge areas to discharge 
points. Flow rates in aquifers are typically measured in feet per day. Flow rates are much faster where large 
rock openings or crevices exist (often in limestone) and in loose soil, such as coarse gravel. " 

"Induced pressure in the aquifer's ground water is due to excessive pumping in connection therewith the 
In-Situ and Agricultural Treatment Operation, and creates unstable ground water movement in all directions, 
not just down gradient, and in such an event, the saturated areas in many aquifers beneath the town of 
Hinkley, CA 92347is prone to receive poisonous substances at various times and at various concentration 
over the regulatory maximum legal limits. While, recharge or other hydrostatic pressure could alter the 
ground water movement, the fact that excessive pumping has occurred and is occurring, is the most certain 
cause for chaotic ground water movement, causing unprecedented cross contamination with toxic substances 
that were disturbed due to such excessive'pumping, including but not limited to excessive irrigation of many 
alfalfa fields in Hinkley, CA 92347resulted there.from the In-Situ and Agricultural Treatment Operation. Other 
causes for chaotic movement of ground water saturated with disturbed and dissolved toxic substances are 
other, deemed as experimental methods, such as bioreactor and other, deemed as failed operations to remove 
the historic contamination of Hexavalent Chromium for 60-years, out of aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 92347" 

FACTSABOUTPURPORTEDLOCKHARTEARTHQUAKEFAULT 
Fact Sheet For Purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault 

16. "Certain Earthquake Faults in California are undetermined and therefore construed as purported to 
exist, and are unconfined and have no surface expression (no surface trace like other certain faults), including 
but not limited to the Lockhart Earthquake Fault, purported to be located within the town of Hinkley, CA 
92347, and therefore construed as not only highly speculative in regards to location in the town of Hinkley, 
CA 92347, but highly speculative as to cause impediment in ground water movement within the Hinkley, CA 
92347 aquifers." 
According to California State University, Fullerton Department of Geological Sciences, Reports and Maps, 
link:http://groundwater.fullerton.edu/Mojave _Water_ Agency/Basin_ Reports _files/Harper%20Lake%20Basin 
%20Watershed%20Report%20Final.pdf, Page 21 Map, the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault is not 
located in the town of Hinkley, CA 92347, and is at least 14-miles away from Hinkley, CA 92347, including 
but not limited to that there is no impediment to ground water movement in the aquifers within the town of 
Hinkley, CA 92347 further supported non-existence at Map of Page 158. 
"Substantial testing of aquifers in the town of Hinkley, CA 92347 was recently conducted and during 1968-
1978 testing by Department of Interior, in the vicinity of the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault and the 
facts remains that due to results of tests on each side of the purported Lockhart Earthquake Fault, yielded 
detection of toxic substances, including but not limited to recently detected Arsenic and Uranium" 
"Any other scientific theory attempting to contradict such facts exhibited herein are construed as highly 
speculative and biased, and therefore inadmissible". 
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FACTS ABOUT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS AND IN-SITU OPERATIONS 

Fact Sheet For Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations 

17. Based upon the facts described herein below, treatment technology fo_r Chromium (VI), by the purported 
"Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations", more specifically described therein link: 

"http://engr.uconn.edu/-baholmen/docs/ENVE290W/National%20Chromium%20Files%20From%20Luke/Cr 
(V1)%20Handbook/L1608 COB.pd(, appear to be highly speculative, since removal of Chromium (VI) from 
ground drinking water is more difficult to remove, and there is no factual evidence that the Chromium (VI) is 
converted to Chromium (III) by implementation of purported "Agricultural Treatment Operations nor by the 
purported In-Situ Operation ". 

"Treatment Technologies for Chromium(VI). 

H exavalent Chromium Cr(Vl) is far more mobile than Cr(III) and more difficult to remove from water. 

It is also the toxic form of Cr, presumably owing to the stronger oxidizing potential and membrane transport 
ofCr(VI) (Katz and Salem, 1992). 
Typically, natural Cr concentrations are dwarfed by anthropogenic contamination. Dissolved concentrations 
of total Cr in groundwater from natural processes are typically below 10 mg/I (Richard and Bourg, 1991). A 
yellow color is imparted to the water at about 1 mg/I Cr(VI) (Palmer and Wittbrodt, 1991) 

8.1.4 Physical Remediation Processes Chemical and biochemical processes render Cr(VI) unavailable by 
converting it to the less toxic and less mobile Cr(IIJ) form. 

Physical processes separate Cr(VI) from the contaminated media (such as groundwater extraction) capture 
the extracted Cr (using ion exchange resins or granular activated carbon (GAC)), and/or isolate the 
contamination. " 

8.2.3 Containment Other technologies focus on preventing the spread of contamination into larger areas. 

These containment technologies include stabilization or solidi- fication, biostabilization, phytostabilization, 
precipitation, encapsulation, and vitrification of soil. Slurry walls and other physical barriers are used for 
groundwater containment. 
Passive in-situ remediation can be achieved by permeable reactive barriers, and hydraulic containment can 
be attained through pump-and-treat (this process may be enhanced by addition of surfactants). 
Containment technologies focus on either isolating the contaminants (in the case of in-situ slurry walls) or 
immobilizing them. 
Passive remediation may occur as groundwater leaves the containment zone, as in the case of permeable 
reactive barriers. 
However, no attempt is made to decrease concentrations of Cr(VI) within the containment zone. In summary, 
remediation technologies focus on either decreasing toxicity (reducing Cr(VI) to Cr(IJI)), removing Cr from 
soil/groundwater or confining the Cr to a certain area. 

8.5 Containment Technologies Containment technologies are used to either physically stop the spreading of 
groundwater plumes or to chemically immobilize contaminants in a nonexchangeable, insoluble form. 

Most containment technologies are performed in-situ, with the exception of soil vitrification prior to landfill 
disposal. 
Groundwater containment technologies involve the construction of a physical, chemical, or hydraulic barrier 
that isolates the impacted zone, either directing impacted water through a treatment zone or stopping its 
migration. 

-------------------- -4- ___________________ _ 



18. AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS I IN-SITU REMEDIAL OPERATION'S FACTS 

According to Pacific Gas and Electric Company own admission, at PG&E's website link: 

http://www.pgecurrents.com/2011 /03/30/pge-continues-work-to-cleanup-hinkley-starts-community-group/ 

Such operations are purported to "convert Chromium (V) to Chromium (Ill), by pumping ground drinking 
water contaminated with Chromium and irrigating the roots of alfalfa in alfalfa.fields and such alfalfa roots, 
by microbial process, are purported to convert the Chromium (VJ) to Chromium (III)", which assertions are 
also highly speculative. In September 2010, PG&E presented a feasibility study to the Water Board 
Additional documents were submitted in January and March of2011. The company's recommended 
alternative uses in-situ treatment in areas with higher concentrations, and agricultural treatment in areas with 
lower concentrations. PG&E estimates that it will take 40 years for the cleanup to achieve background levels 
of chromium. The in-situ process starts by injecting food-grade material, such as grain alcohol, into the 
groundwater to stimulate the growth of naturally occurring bacteria. 
This bacteria turns hexavalent chromium into trivalent chromium, a naturally occurring substance. Once 
converted, the trivalent chromium leaves the groundwater and become part of the surrounding soil. 
The agricultural treatment removes chromium by growing crops, such as alfalfa. 
Water is pumped through a drip-irrigation system where the root zone of a crop creates conditions that turn 
hexavalent chromium into trivalent chromium, a naturally occurring substance. 
Once converted, the trivalent chromium leaves the groundwater and become part of the surrounding soil. 

(FACT is that such bacteria may convert Chromium Ill, but not convert Chromium (VI). 

FACTS ABOUT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT OPERATIONS AND IN-SITU OPERATIONS 
CAUSING FURTHER CONTAMINATION OF AQUIFERS AND GROUND DRINKING WATER 
WITH OTHER TOXIC SUBSTANCES, INCLUDING ARSENIC AND URANIUM 

Fact Sheet For Agricultural Treatment Operations and In-Situ Operations Causing Further 
Contamination of Aquifers and Ground Drinking Water With Other Toxic Substances, Including 
Arsenic and Uranium 

19. Based upon the facts described herein below, the purported Agricultural Treatment Operations and In­
Situ Operations has caused.further poisoning of the Aquifers and Ground Drinking Water beneath the town 
Hinkley, CA 92347 with Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to with the historical, lasting sixty years to date, 
poisoning with Hexavalent Chromium, also known as Chromium (VJ) and Cr6+, to wit: 

·Per the State of California "CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD LAHONTAN 
REGION BOARD ORDER NO. R6V-2014-0023 WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR PACIFIC GAS 
AND ELECTRIC COMP ANY GROUNDWATER REMEDIATION PROJECT AGRICULTURAL TREATMENT 
UNITS WDIDNO. 6B361403002" link: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/fahontan/water issues/proiects/pge/cao/docs/refs/31 r6v 2014 0023.pdf 

"13. Constituents of Concern. The discharge of extracted groundwater to agricultural treatment units 
contains waste chromium originating from the compressor station. Extracted groundwater also contains total 
dissolved solids, nitrate, naturally-occurring uranium and other radionuclides, and naturally-occurring 
dissolved metals, such as arsenic, _ manganese, and iron. " 

Per the State of California, Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board, as of April 2011, the Board was 

concerned that Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Agricultural and In-Situ Operations, consisting of ground 

water extraction for such operations, did contain dissolved Arsenic and in decay Uranium and radionuclides. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PERATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

INTRODUCTION 

1. Commencing July 1952, for over a decade and half, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), 

discharged into large open unlined ponds, huge quantity of waste water from the cooling towers, containing the 

highly toxic and carcinogenic Hexavalent Chromium, with concentration over 5,000 ppb (parts per billion), 

located on owned property by PG&E, located in Hinkley, California 92347, the N.G. Compressor's Station. 

2. To date, June 18, 2015,just about sixty three years later, despite claims by PG&E, that some of the 

Hexavalent Chromium was abated from the drinking water within the aquifers beneath certain portions of the 

town of Hinkley, CA 92347, the fact remains that the Hexavalent Chromium is not removed from the drinking 

water within all aquifers beneath the entire town of Hinkley, CA 9234. As a direct result thereof such poisoning, 

PG&E acquired hundreds of residences and immediately demolish them, further causing severe diminution in 

property value, virtually to zero dollar, public nuisance, and the town of Hinkley is now virtually resembling a 

ghost town, with worthless remaining real properties, and has further caused and is causing to most of the 

remaining few inhabitants in the town of Hinkley myriad of illnesses and diseases, including but not limited to 

premature and wrongful death, with majority of the residents, who did left Hinkley to other towns and states in 

United States, are now in fear of becoming very ill and prematurely dying. 

3. Recently discovered by the remaining Victims in the town of Hinkley, CA, (remaining at no other 

alternative, stranded due to unable to dispose their real properties to no one), during the past nine months, was 

the fact that the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the entire town of Hinkley, California 92347, (the 

aquifer is the only source of drinking water since beginning of time for the town of Hinkley, aquifer construed 

as a public water), was also poisoned with the primary, highly toxic and carcinogenic byproduct's substances 

Arsenic and Uranium, resulted therefrom PG&E various operations, aimed to remove the Hexavalent Chromium 

from the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the town of Hinkley, CA 92347. Including but not limited to 

with other byproducts such as Manganese, now an aquifer so severely poisoned with the most highly toxic and 

carcinogenic substances, deemed in irreparable status. In fact, the entire town of Hinkley is a Superfund site. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PER ATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

4. Regardless of the intensified complaints by the Victims, during the past nine months, virtually in 

Volumes, nothing has resulted in removing the Arsenic and Uranium from the drinking water within the 

aquifers, nor there was any action, in appropriate magnitude, by any Governmental agencies, charged with 

oversight and enforcement, specifically aimed at Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), to remove their 

byproducts Arsenic and Uranium therefrom the drinking water within the aquifers beneath the entire town of 

Hinkley, CA 92347. There are no other known polluters-contaminators-dischargers in the town of Hinkley, CA 

9234 7, other than PG&E. 

5. Despite the outcry by the Victims, many are just now diagnosed with terminal cancers and 

many have their skin within the body virtually falling off, with white spots, some bleeding, some dark as a tar, 

resulted therefrom utilizing the poisoned water for bating, due to that there is no other water for such use, no 

governmental agencies charged with oversight and enforcement, has, or are whatsoever seeking apprppriate 

actions against the only known polluter-contaminator-discharger PG&E. Such no-actions by the Regulatory 

Agencies is construed by the Victims as inhumane and are incomprehensible. 

6. In light of what is transpiring, there is now more than obvious that PG&E was, and now is being 

vigorously shielded from investigation and prosecution, all to the extreme detriment to the Victims. 

7. Furthermore, recent letter from Governmental agency, addressed to one of the Victims, stipulates 

that the People from Hinkley (the Victims) could be "adversary" to the Government. Since when the 

Government envisions that the Victims, the citizens of this free country, are an adversary to the Government. 

This is beyond any human dignity and comprehension. 

8. No SLAPP actions, nor any other stipulations restricting the citizens inherent constitutional rights 

in this free country, particularly aimed at the Victims, will deter the Victims quest to have the truth, particularly 

the fact that the aquifers, as a public source for drinking water to which more than 25 connections are made, 

being the case for the entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347, is poisoned by PG&E with byproducts Arsenic and 

Uranium, particularly with the anthropogenic Arsenic, at concentration of 2,500 ppb. (Legal Limit is 10 ppb ). 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PER ATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

9. Distinctively, it is incomprehensible the so called Study of Naturally Occurring Hexavalent 

Chromium, for which PG&E did cut a check to the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board for Four 

Million Dollars, dep~'s account. The Victims has and are vigorously observing of what is Dr. 

Izbicky from USGS performing. Attempting to find the "illusionary" naturally occurring Hexavalent 

Chromium in Hinkley, CA 92347, thus reducing the strict legal liability for PG&E. In fact fi-j[i,itudy is 

deemed by the Victims as incomprehensible, vague and ambiguous, further deemed as 'junk science". 

IJ•. · :..,. 10. During all time, since August 2000, the Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board was 

strictly involved with the Hehavalent Chromium issue, and nothing meaningful was done to address the Arsenic-

entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347s was safe to drink and utilize for all other purposes. 

11. Now, based upon intense investigation conducted by the Victims since September 2014, the 

a11t£Mitntiary fac'CW-~'o.at the drinking water and all other potable waters within the aquifers beneath the 

entire town of Hinkley, CA 92347 was not safe to drink and use, since 2008. 

12. The Victims has delivered, about ten days ago, 35 laboratory's containers with sampled water 

from the aquifers, within all locations the Victims real properties are situated to US EPA Criminal Investigation 

Division (CID) Los Angeles Resident Office, 600 Wilshire BpJu llit 900, Los Angeles, CA 90017. WECK 

Laboratory, City of Industry, CA has contacted the Victims, disclosing receipt from the US EPA CID. 

13. The Victims has delivered on June 15, 2015, 35 laboratory containers with sampled water from the 

aquifers within all locations the Victims real properties are situated, to Western Environmental Laboratory, Las 

Vegas, NV and the Exhibits referencing the Laboratories are attached hereto this paper. 

14. Upon received results from said laboratories of the tested drinking water exhibits of being poisoned 

with Arsenic at concentration greater that the maximum legal limit of IO ppb (parts per billion), and Uranium at 

concentration greater than 20 pCi/L (picocurie per liter) or 30 ug/L (micrograms per liter), the Victims will press 

charges against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) with all law'8ibibf:.nent agencies, charged with 

investigation and prosecution, and commence necessary actions to compel just and proper served to the Victims. 
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FACTS ABOUT POISONED DRINKING WATER WITHIN AQUIFERS BENEATH THE TOWN OF 
HINKLEY, CA, PRESENTED BY THE VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347 (THE VICTIMS ARE 
THOSE PER ATTCAHED HERETO "VICTIMS FROM HINKLEY, CA 92347" SIGNATURE'S PAGES) 

THE LEGAL ARENA 

15. On, or about July 13, 2010, the issued water well permit to CEO Ecosystem Solar 

Electric Corp., by the County of San Bernardino Department of Health, stipulated that the ground water beneath 

the _..real property must not be used for the proposed solar thermal electric power plant. 

16. Such stipulation, based upon further investigation, revealed that since the ground water contained 

Hexavalent Chromium, previously utilized as a corrosion inhibitor by PG&E, can be re-utilized by 

solar-thermal electric power plant and by other solar-thermal electric power producers, located next to Harper 

Dry Lake, County of San Bernardino, and obviously since- plant was smaller than the other, the other 

plant can now re-utilize such water that contains the corrosion inhibitor for their cooling towers. (PG&E is the 

purchaser of the power generated from said other solar-thermal electric power generating plant). 

17. Such event triggered total economic loss to all investments made b~nd caused 8 h 

to take the appropriate actions, by launching massive investigation until June 8, 2015, of poisoned inhabitants 

within the town of Hinkley, CA 92347, with Hexavalent Chromium and recently, since September 10, 2014, 

poisoned with Arsenic and Uranium Victims. 

18. On or about May 2013, Q had at hand over 300 Victims and located the law firm Callahan & 

Blaine, who in turn, filed on June 2013 Class Action lawsuit against Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), 

Case No. CIVDS1308429. 

19. Something unorthodox has happened with that Class Action, triggering 52 Victims to voluntary and 

temporarily withdraw themselves as Class Members, and to further file own lawsuits against Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company, a California corporation, on or about September 2014. (In al, 35 cases filed in the Superior 

Court County of San Bernardino). 

20. Due to fact that the statute of limitations has long ago run out on the Hexavalent Chromium 

poisoning, and the fact that J 1as discovered that the aquifers beneath the Victims real properties were 

poisoned with Arsenic and/or Uranium (the new discovery within any statute oflimitations), has now triggered 

the assignees of the Victims, to initiate actions seeking either new Class Action, or to litigate all individually. 
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CONCLUSION 

21. In the Legal Arena, in the Governmental Administrative Arena, in fact, in any arena, the issue of 

these controversy can only escalate to unprecedented proportion, if just and proper is not served to the all 

Victims, now approaching over one hundred. 

22. The legal arena situated in the State of California is now approaching the status of being out of 

jurisdiction, due to pending Complete Diversity Jurisdiction. 

23. The Governmental Administrative Arena, within the State of California, is now approaching to be 

substituted with the Federal Administrative Arena, due to not only exhausted administrative remedy by the 

Victims in the State of California, but on the ground of the "Federal Question", violation of the United States 

Safe Drinking Water Act (SDW A), with US EPA at the helm, due to inaction by the Cal EPA, Et Al State of 

California Regulatory Agencies, charged with oversight, investigation, enforcement and timely prosecution of 

the polluter-contaminator-discharger Pacific gas and Electric Company (PG&E), with the highly toxic and 

carcinogenic substances Arsenic and Uranium, in addition to the historic discharge of Hexavalent Chromium. 

24. The attached hereto Volume of Exhibits, mostly evidentiary, disclosing the true facts, are in support 

thereof the Victims' presentation, which should be taken more than seriously by all, per the attached hereto 

Mailing List, in light of the upcoming massive investigation, that can result implications beyond borders. 

25. Citing the voluntarily dismissed without prejudice, prior to trial and prior to hearings, of the 35 

cases filed by the initial Victims against Pacific Gas and Electric Company, a California corporation, on one, of 

the several, grounds, in addition to the Complete Diversity Jurisdiction question: 

"Justice is not served when, by a hypertechnical objection to a pleading or by a trivial imperfection in the choice 

of words, a litigant is deprived of his rights to have case submitted to the decision of ajury ..... "Thomas v. 

Seaside Memorial Hospital (1947) 80 Cal.App.2nd 841,851. "It is, of course, the policy of the law that legal 

controversy be disposed of on their merits and not upon technical ground of pleadings". Metzger v. Bose (1957) 

155Cal.App.2nd131, 133. 

During the investigation, and pendency of all actions, the Victims will be forwarding additional documentation. 
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~ ~ 
Water Boards 

STAIE WATER RESOURCE& 001(mlll. BOAIIO 
IIEQIOIIAL l'IATER QUALITY COllTiiOl &OARDS 

CALIFORNIA STATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION PROGRAM 

CERTIFICATE OF·ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION 

Is hereby granted to 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 

475 East Greg Street,# 119 

Sparks, NV 89431 

Scope of the certificate is limited to the 
"Fields of Testing" 

which accompany this Certificate. 

Continued accredited status depends on successful completion of on-sit_e,---. · - ·. · 
proficiency testing studies, and payment of applicable fees. 

This Certificate is granted in accordance with provisions of 
Section 100825, et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. 

Certificate No.: 2523 

Expiration Date: 11/30/2016 

Effective Date: 12/1/2014 

Richmond, California 
subject to forfeiture or revocation 

Chr" e Sotelo, Chief 
Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program 





~ PubllcHealth 

., 
··: 

CALIFORNIA STATE 

ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDITATION PROGRAM BRANCH 

CERTIFlqATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL LABORATORY ACCREDIT11JfJ._~ 
Is hereby'granted to 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

• 21881 Barton Road 

Grand Terrace, CA 92313 

Scope of the certificate is limited to the' 
11Fields of Testing" 

which accompany this Certificate. 
~ .,,, •. ,r,ii .. 

·continued accredited status depends ort successful completion of on-site, 
proficiency testing studies, and payment of applicable fees. 

This Certificate is granted in accordance with provisions of r,··;;, . • 
Section 1008251 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. 

Certificate No.: 1088 •. ; .• ,.,·..:,.,. 

Expiration Date: 01/31/2016 

Effective Date: 02/01/2014 

Richmond, California 
subject to forfeiture or revocation 

Da<1id Mazzera, Ph.D.,AsslstaAfDivlsion Chief 
DMsion of Drinking Water and Environmental Management 



·._______,., 

Wi .. 111 •• L. WECK LABORATORIES, lNC. 

Certificate of Analysis 

Dear 

Client: Water Investigations 

Attn: 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Report Date: 09{}3/14 15:37 
Received Date: 09/04/1412:07 

Turnaround Tnne: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 9/4/2014 With the Clain of Custody document. The samples were 
receiVed in good toncfltion, at 2.9 OC, All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work Order No: 4104036-01 
Sampled by: a 

Sample ID: #1 {Chromium6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1417:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 Chromium6+·-----·----2.2 

Work Order No: 4104036-02 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: #2 (Chromium&) 
Sampled: 09/031141&50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 Clll'ondum6+·---------0.49 

Work Order No: 4104036-03 
Sampled by: 1 I 2 -

Analyte 

Sample ID: #3 (Chromlum6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1418:20 

Result Qualifier 
Chromium 6+ ......................................................... ND 

Units 

ug/1 

Work Order No: 4l040T 
8ampledby: 

Analyte 

Sample ID: #39 (Chromlum6) 
Sampled: 09/03/1415:55 

Result Qualifier Units 

Chromium&+ ......................................................... ND ug/1 

Sample ID: #1 Arsenic(Arsenlc) 
Sampled: 09/03/1418:10 

Work Order No: 4104036-05 
Sampled by: d \ 

Analyte· ~ Qualifier Units 

Arsenic, TOia!.....,.· ··-------'--..;.,· ..,.· ··2$00 ug/1 

WodtOrd,l'.'iito: 4ICJ4036.06 Sampi&ID: #2 Ar$enic(An5enic) 
SampJec:i by: . Sampled: 09/03/1417:fS 

Analyte Result Qualifier 
Arsenic, Tntaf...._ ___ ·------34 

Units 

ug/1 

Work Order No: Jl.04036-07 
Sampledb.,.d&i I 

Sample ID: #12 (Uranium) 
Sampled: 09/03/14 09:30 

Analyte Result Qualifier 

Uranium Pwt------·------10 
Units 

pu/l 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

Oil Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch RL 
0.30 EPA218.6 09/10/14 10:50 OQ,'10/1413:36 cwh W410499 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.30 

Dil 
1 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA218.6 09/10/1410:50 09/10/1413:36 cwh W410499 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil Method 
0.30 1 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL D11 Method 
0.30 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil Metbod 
0.80 1 EPA200.8 

Matrix: Water 
SampleN•: 

RL Oil Method 
0.40 EPA200.8 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil Method 
0.13 EPA200.8 

Prepared Anatyzed Analyst Batch 
09/10/1410:50 09/10/14 13:36 cwh W4l0499 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batc:h 
09/10/1410:50 09/10/14 13:36 cwh W410499 

Prepared ~ Analyst Batch 
09/15114 08:51 09/15/14 19:18 rrl W410722 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/15114 08:51 09/15/14 19:22 rrl W410722 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

09/15/14 08:51 09/15/14 19:31 rrl W411203 

Lab#: 4l04036-08 Page 1 of2 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 (626) 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 
www.wecklabs.com 



ContaminatedRealty-1412761 ·"--../ 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

QC15010189 Blank 1 Arsenic 

QCBatcblD QCType 

QC15010189 LCS 1 

QC15010189 MS 1 Arsenic 

.Customer SampJe ID: 

WETLABSamplelD: 1412761-002 

Ime Mmis bf JCP-MS 
Aiscoic 

Trace Meta1s Digc$tion 

OliiaNacrSaaplclD: 00-Y.K 

WETLABSaple m: 1412761--003 

Cusmmer Semple ID: DW-22-53 

WETLABSample ID: 1412761-004 

Tnrq Hetu hf ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Trace Me1als .Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 

EPA200.8 

Spike 
Sample 

0.0528 

Sample 
Result 

EPA200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Resnlts Units 

24 

Complete 

Units 

74-0 µg/L 

Results Units 

37 µg/L 

Complete 

DrDibdiJm FtlCIIJr, RL=Rqortb,g Limit, ND=Not Detectd or <.RL 

Units 

mg/L 

Units 
..,.. t Hti-,¥::,p 

% Recovery Actual -... ~::.,-, 
0.050 106 mg/L 

MS 
Result 

MSD 
Result 

Spike 
Value 

MS% MSD% 
Units Ree. Ree. 

0.0536 0.0536 0.050 ?!'.k 103 103 

Collect Date/lime: 12/1612014 16:00 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Analyzed LablD 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

CollectDaWnme: l211&2014 ·14:00 

Receive Date: 12l23/l014 13:10 

DF RL 

I.0 l/6/2015 NV00925 

1 U&.29:15 . · Ny.0092,5 
. ~.~.~ ·. ·-~--· : .• :.;,,.),._~·-J.,:· :·.:.'. ,'{.·::.-~:-~~-.• .-... 

Collect Date/fime: 12/16/2014 08:45 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Aulyad LablD 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

RPD 

<1% 

I 
i! 

f 

I 
I 
r 
i 

! 
l 
f 

I 
1 

I 
I 
i t, 

[ 
l 
f 

I 
f 
f 

I 
f 
t 

I 
t 
I 
t 
i 

I 
l 



Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\__/ 

Project: Routine WodcOrder: 14H0183 

Sub Project: Tcmc TortTowns I Hinkley Received: 08/04/14 17:05 

Bazslow-CA.92311 Project Manager: Repoi1ed: 08fl9/14 -
ro-lzoo 14&0183-88 (Water) Sample Date: 07/26114 15:30 Sampler: NkkPanchev 

I Analyle Mfllbod hsult IJDils Rep.Limit MCL Prepnd Aualyad Ba1Cb Qualifier 

Mal! 
Aneuic(As) SM3113-B 19 ug/1.. 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1433025 

SARAYORDAZ 14H0183-e (Wata") Sample))ate: 
... ~ ... -

07/30/14 18:0S Sampler. Ni«Panchev 

I Analyle Mcdlod Rault UDils Rep.Limit MCL Prepared AJJab,ad Ba1Cb Quali&r 

!Im!! 
Anaic(As) SM3113-B 278 ug/1.. 20 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433:586 

HO~ 14Btl83-lt (W81er) Sample»-: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: N'Jek.Pmx:bev 

I Amlyla Me6od tt.all UDils Rep.Limit Ma. PrepNect . ~ -· .• Balcll . ; ~-.... 
Al'llllic(AI) SM3113-B 35ft VWL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

JENKINS 14II0183-1l (Waa,r) Samplel>am: 07/30/14 14:30 Sampler: N'ICkPanchev 

'-"IAmlyle Mdbod Bault t.Jllils Rep.Limit MCL Prcpmed Analyzed Balch Qllalificr 

Hml! 
Anemc (As) SMJ113-B ND uglL 2.0 10 0&111/14 08/11/14 l-43302S 

BAIN 14H0183-12 ~) SlunpleDate: 07 /30/14 16:30 Sampler: NklkPancbev 

I ADalyte Mediod Result UDils hp.Limit MCL Prepnd Analy2ed Baldl Qualifiet J 
Kf!!!! 
.Arsenic (As) SM3113-B 140 uglL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

LUCILLE RD>.DLE COM 1488183-13 (Wata-) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler: N'Jdi::Paacbev 

I Amlyle Melhod a.salt Ua Rep.Limit MCL Prepmed Analy2ed Barch Qualifier 

Me«w 

Aneak (.As) SM3113-B " ug/L 4.0 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433586 

MD..LER 1480183--14 (Wms-) SampleDace: 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: NickPanchev 

I Ana1ylD Melhod bsalc Um!a Rep.Limit MCL Plepm-ed Auelyzed Baldi Quali:6« 

Mmll 
Arsenic {As) SM3113-B 470 20 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433586 

\ ..... / 

Fax(9{}9) 825-7696 ELAPNlllllber 1088 

)(J'' 



/,,...._____ 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\..__./ r---------------------------------------------a a Project Routine WorkOrder: 14H0183 ... a Sub Proji:ct: Tozic TortTOWDS / Hinkley Received: 08/0411417:05 

Bmslow'CA,92311 

I Alalyte 

*!Ii 
Arseaic(As) 

SARAYORDAZ 

I Alalyte 

,~ 
M!!!I! 

AISellic(As) 

BAIN 

I Analyfs 

~ 
Aneaic(As} 

LUCILLE RIDDLE COM 

IAmly!e 

IAmlylt 

MmJ!. 

Anmi&:(As) 

V 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

Mcdlod 

SM3113-B 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

Mabod 

SM3113-B 

Melbod 

SM3113-B 

MedJod 

SM3113-B 

Medlod 

SM311.3-B 

ProjectManap-: 

14Bt18U8 {Water) 

Result Uni1s Rep.Limit 

19 ug/L 2.0 

14119183-e9 (Waler) 

Result Onks Rep.Limit 

m ug/L 20 

1480183-lt (Water) 

Result t,"mts Rep.Umit 

JS8 ug/L 20 

14II0183-11 (Water) 

R-1t UDilS Rep.Limit 

ND ug/L 2.0 

14R0183-U (Water) 

ICesult Units Rq,.Lialit 

148 uglL 20 

14H0183-l3 (Water) 

Result Units Rep.Limit 

66 ug/L 4.0 

14B0183-14{Wa&w) 

Rlisult Um Rep.Limit 

478 20 

PIISt OjJice Box 329 San Benuudino, CA 92402 (909) 825-7693 

~ 08/1~/14 

Samplel>*: 07126114 lS:30 Semp1er: NickPaachev 

MCI. Plep;m Anai,- Ball::h Qaalifier 

10 08/11/14 08/1U14 143302S 

Sample~ 07/30/14 18.~ " ~ NickPancbl:v 

MCL Plq,arcd Analy2.,,cl Batch Qaalifier 

10 08/lS/14 08/18114 1433586 

Sample»-: 07/3004 14:00 Sampler: NickPancbov 

MCL Ptepa,ed Aaal,)ad Baldi Qualifier 

10 O&'IS/14 08/18/14 14335$6 

SampleDaee: 071»'14 14:30 Sampler: N"ICkPaachev 

MCL Ptepamd Allal)'zcd BelCh Qaatifilr 

10 08/11/14 0&'11/14 1433025 

Sample Dete: 07/30/14 16:30 &uapkr. Niclc.Paucbev 

MCL Prepared A1lalyzed Ba,h Qualifier 

10 0811S/14 08/18/14 1433586 

Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler: N"lckPancliev 

MCI. Prepared Ana1y.zed Ball:h Qaalifia" 

10 08/lS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

SampleJWe; 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: NiclcPanc.bev 

Ma. Pa:pmed AnaJya4 Batch Qualitim--

10 08115114 08/18114 1433586 

J 

I 

l 
f. 
l 

I 

i 

f 

f 



Contaminated Realty- 1412761 --------------""=:::..---.... ·-f._.,,;·....,-------
Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 

QC Report 

CBatdllD QC.Type 

C15010189 Blank 1 Arsenic 

CBatcblD QC.Type 

C15010189 . LCS 1 

IC15010189 MS 1 Arsonic 

~SuqlleJD: 

WETLAB Sample II): 1412761-002 

Ince Metals bf lCP-MS 
;;AJsenic; .. •\ EPA200.8 

Trace Metals Digestion EPA 200.2 

Customer Sam.pk ID: 00-Y.K 

WETI..AB Sample ID: 1412761-003 

ITBR Mmts bJ ICP-MS 
Aisenic 

Traoe Me111Js Digestion 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA2002 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 r;N. 
Method h• 1tesu1t 
EPA200.8 0.0528 

Spike 
Sample 

Sample 
Result 

EPA200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Uaits 

24 

Uaits 

740 

Complete 

Units 

~ 

Actual % Recovery 

0.050 106 

MS MSD Spike 
Result Result Value 

0.0536 0.0536 0.050 

CoDeet-DaWJ'ime: 

Receive Dafe: 

DF RL 

LO 

1 

Colleet Date/lime: 

Receive Date: 

DF RL 

l.O 

f' ¢."• 
Wi· 

,, 
Units ':!'~; ... l,.·J-·~~.; 

mg/L 

MS% MSD% 
Uuifs Rec. Rec. RPO 

5'.'.k 103 103 <1% 

1211612014 16:00 

11123/2014 13:10 

Analyzed LaND 

1/6/2015 NV0092S 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

12/16/2014 14:00 

12/23/2014 13:10 

LabD> 

1/61201S NV0092S 

1/6/2015 NV0092S 

CIISlOmerSample ID: DW-22-53 

WETLAB Sample ID: 1412761--004 

CoDect Datemme: 12/16/2014 08:45 

Receive Dslte: 12/23/2014 13:10 

T,:aee Mmls by ICP;:MS 

Arsenic 

Trace Memls Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Results Units 

37 µg/L 

Complete 

DF RL Lab1D 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1/61201S NV0092S 



Wi .. 111 .. L. 

Dear 

Olent: Water Invest:iqations 

Attn: 

Project: 

&IS N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, iNC. 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/1413:32 

-"1~ ... 

Turnaround Time: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Endosed are the results of analyses for samples received 8/28/2014 with the Oiain of Custody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 4.9 OC. All analysis met the method O"iteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
quarmers. 

Work Order No: 4H28040-01 Ssmple ID: Chromium (VI) 'lfT Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: 1111 • Sampled: 08/27/1416:20 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL DR Method Prepared Analyzed 
Chromium&+ 1.9 IJ9/I 0.30 EPA218.6 09/03/14 10:00 09/03114 15:37 

Work Order No: ~ Sample ID: Uranium 'lfT Matrix: water 
Sampledby: 1111 ~ Sampled: 08/27/1411:10 Sample Note: 

,\nalyte Result Qualifier Units RL Dff Method Prepared Analyzed 
Jranium, Total • 8.5 ug.11 0.20 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09J08/14 14:40 

Work Order No: 4H28040-03 Sample ID: Uranium #19 Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: I ·- Sampled: 08/27/1411:30 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil 
.. Method Pnlpan,d ~ 

Uranium, Total 49 Ilg/I 0:20 1 EPA200.8 09/04114 12:13 09(08/14 14:42 

.Wo*OrderNo: 4H28040-o4 Sample ID: Ul:aafam1'38 . · llatri¥:.. Waler 
Sampledby: ., Sampled: 081Zffl1' 11:50 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method Prepared Analyzed 

Uranium,T«af 17 Ilg/I 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/'14 14:45 

Work Order No: 4H28040-05 Sample ID: Uranium #39 Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: I Ill Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method Prepared Analyzed 
Uranium, Total--·"'"'"" ___ ,,,, ......... _.,, __ 16 ug/1 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 14:47 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o6 
Sampled by: U ... 
Analyte 
Uranium, T<>tal 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o7 
Sampled by: II II • 
Analyte 
Uranium, Tntal 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 Matrix: Water 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared Analyzed 
19 ug/1 0.20 1 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 14:59 

Sample ID: Uranium #21 Matrix: Water 
Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared Analyzed 
.30 ug/! 0.20 EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/14 15:14 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 
www.wecldabs.com 

(626) 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 

Analyst Batch 
cwh W410098 

Analyst Batch 
rrt W410209 

'Analyst 8atl:1'I 
rrt w416209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Analyst Batch 
rrl W410209 

Page 1 of2 I 
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Clini~al Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\.......,/' 

Project: Routine Work Order: 14H0183 

25633 AnclasollAve Sub Project Toxic Tort Towns I Hinkley Received: 08/04/14 17:05 

Barstow CA. 92311 Project~ Reported: 08/19/14 

I - 14110l8U8 (Water) SampieDaee: 07126114 lS:30 .Sampler: Nkk~ 

1~ Mlllhod Rasalt UDml Rq,.Limit MCL Piqmed Analyzed Baldi Qualifier C 

.11!!!!1! ,,.. -.. 
Anellic (As) SM3113-B 

4,-\\:)11'.' s-;-.,.. 
19 ug/L 2.0 10 08,/11/14 Ollll/14 1433025 

SARAYORDAZ 14H0183-CW (Wam) Sample Dare: 07/30/14 18;05 Sampler: Nici:l'aacbe\' 

I ADalyl8 

ltit£i,.#:~, 
Mcdlod Rault Unil5 Rq,.Umit MCL PlepaRd ADafyzed Ba:h Qualifier 

Mal! 
Anenic (As) SM3113-B l7t ug/L 20 10 0811Stl4 0&'18114 1433586 

HOLCROFF 1480183-lt (Water) Sample Dare: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: N"x:kPanchev 
it"' ';.~. -~d, .. -.• 

I Analyre Mediod ~ Unils Rep.limit MQ.. Prepared Analy2ed Baldi Qaalifi« 

.Ml!!!! 
Arsenic(Aa) SM3113-B 358 uglL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

f· .·,..~-... .,.;; , 
J.ENXINS 14B0183-11 (Water) Sample))alle; 07/30/14 14:30 SampJer. N"x:kPancbev 

"-''I Aaalyla 
Molhod Railll Units Rep.Limit MO. PRpmed ADalyzcd Balcll Quali6cr 

M!!!ll 
Ii,!. .. ~." 

""' 
AISellic{As) SM3113-B ND ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 143302S 

BAIN 148111>12 (Waler) Samplel>ale: 07/30/14 16:30 Sampler: NiclcPanchev 

I ADalyle Mcdiod Resuk Uails Rep.Lilmt MCL PRpmed ADafyz,ed ,.,,.Balch 4Qmlfficz- .I 
~ 
Arsellic (As) SM3113-B 140 ug/L 20 10 08/lS/14 08/18114 1433586 

LUCILLE RIDDLE C9M 1481183-13 (Water) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 ~.J'i*Panchev 

I Analyre Mediod Resalt U!lils Rrp.Limit MCL Plepaled Allalyad 8all:h Qmlifict 

M!!!I! 
Arsenic (As) SM3113-B 66 ug/L 4.0 10 08/15114 08/18114 (, M'l858641P 

1WLi..ER 1480183-14 (Wacier) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: Nicl::Panchev 

I Analy1a MdJod ·RSl!t Units Rrp.Limit MCL Prepmed Allalyad Balch Qualifier 

Mmll 
,~,-~.; , .. 

Arseaic (As) SM3113--B 471 ug/L 10 08!15/14 08/18114 1433586 

\._..;-

Post Office Box 329 Sim Benuirdbw, C4 92402 (909) 825-7693 Fax (9(19) 825-7696 ELAP Nwaber TIJ88 

~tit !l3ri 
./,-7 1L.i 

:tit~~ €(.h\6/l~A" 



Dear 

Client: wamr InvestiQatiolis 
848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 Attn:-

Pte>jec.t: Arsenic Testing 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Dale: 10{07/14 12:50 

Tuman,und Time: 6 wotfcdays 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

lb&#i,# 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples naceived 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. lbe samples were 
rec:eiVed in good c:ondltfon, at 1.3 oC and on Ice. All analysis met the method aiterla except as noted below or in the report With 
dataqual!ers. 

Work 0rder No: 4J07046-01 Sample ID: #18 Brown llatrix: Waf8r 
Sampled by: Jade Rosen Sampled: 181D411410:00 Sample Note: ,..,, .. ·;,>fl' 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RI. 01 llathod Pl9p8Nd Analy%ad Analyst Batch 
Aniealc,,_, 120 ug,'I 0.40 EPA200.8 10f09/14 10:20 10f16/14 15:0S rrl W4J0456 

WorkOnlerNo: 4J87IN6.02 llatrix: water 
Sampledby: SampleNom: ., . • , 

~ ..... Quallfler Units RI. DB llelhod Prepared Analpld Analyst Batth 

41*,TOlal 76 ugll' 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10r'09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:08 n1 W4J0456 

....odc0rderNo:C°3 Sample ID: - JeRklns llatrlx: water 
Sampled by: .... 8ampled: 10I04/1413:00 SampleNofle: ,, '•1':' •. , .. ., 
Analyla Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method PrepanNI Analyzed Analyst Saldi 

Ansentc.lbCal -3.9 ug,'I 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09f14 10:20 1CW'1611415:12 rrl W4J0456 

WOrk0rderNo: 4J07046-04 Sample ID: #13 Corby lllabix: water 
Sampladby: ~- .. Sampled: 18'04/1413:30 SampleNote: fl'lil'!P": .. ,.,,_ 

Analyte Result QualJfier Unlls RL Oil Method Prapal8d Analyzed Analyst Balch 

AIS8llie,Tolal 4.8 ugll' 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10I09/1410-.20 10,16/1415:29 rrl WCJ0456 

Work Order No: 4J07046-05 SamplelD: 128 Cl--.. Mallltleedff llalrix: Water ..,. ,-,._,_., 
Sampled by: ..... I Sampled: 18'04/1414:30 Sample Note: 

Analyf8 Result Qualifier Units RL DII Method PN.paracl. ~ Analyst -,~ . 

A19811it,,Tolal 210 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 1Q/OQl14 10:20 10,16114 15:34 nl WU0456 

WOROnlarNo: 4J07IM8.8I SamplelD: tm RarniNE ----=-- .. ,......, 
saimpled by: 11 11 Samplid: 1Wl14 M:45 ~Note: 

Analyte Result Qualfter Units RL Oil llethocl Prepar9CI Analyzed Analyst Batch 

A,senlc,Tolal 11 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10I09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:38 rrl W4J0456 

WorkOnlarNo:4J07048.07 Sample ID: 151 Rebeling Matrix: water 
... !¢ .• ,,. 

sampled by: • • I I - Sampled: 10I04/14 18:30 SampleNote: 

Analyte Result Quallfier Units RL DII ll8thod Prapal8d Analyad Analyst Bab:11 
"--*,Tofal 38 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09/14 10-.20 10/16/1415:SS nl W4J0456 

Page1 of2 



Wi .. 111 .• L. 

Dear 

Client: Water Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Attn: n 
Project: 

Certificate of Analysis 

-WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 
Anaiytk:al LalxK-atcry Servke - Since 1964 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Rec:eived Date: 08/'lB/1413:32 

Turnaround nme: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

P.O.#: 

Endosed are the results d analyses for samples received 8/"28/2014 with the Chain d Custody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 4.9 OC. All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work OnlerNo: 4H2804CM>1 
Sampledby: 

Analyte 

Chromium&+·---·----· 
Work 0nler No: 4H28040-02 
Sampled by: Is n 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) '111 
Sampled: 08/2'1/1416:20 

Result Qualifier Units 

1.9 ug/1 

Sample ID: Uranium #f1 
Sampled: 08/%7/1411:10 

Analyte Result Quaflfier Units 

ug/1 1Jranium,TOlef----------L5 

Work Order No: 4H28MM)3 
Sampled by: ..... _ 

Sample ID: Uranium #19 
Sampled: 08/21/1411:30 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil Method 
0.30 EPA218.6 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DH Method 
0.20 1 EPA200.8 

Malrbc Water 
Sample Note: 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09l03/14 10:00 OQI03/14 15:37 cwh W410098 

"._ ... ,.,, I 

P.repared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/04/1412:13 OQJ08/14 14:40 n1 W4!0209 

... _•:· ........ 

=-;;,-c:H;...,·· -.. · -_: _______ --~ -~ -. . :;· ,::,~::;·-,;~.·--- --~-.:., .... :~-~;-,~-.;.,~~;;;s~:wZ·-
w.ort Oi'der'No: 4H2804CM14 Sainpie'ID:" Uraniam-#3& 
Sampfedt,y:. I _ 1 Sampled: 08/27/1411:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 
Uranium, To4;a1_, _________ 17 

Work OnlerNo: 4H28040-05 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: Uranium 1139 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, 'Tobl ....... •---------16 ug11 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o& 
Sampledt,y-Sa 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, li ... ota1----------19 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H2804CMl7 Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 

Anafyte Result Qualifier Units 
Uranium, To«al..._ _____ _ 

30 ug/1 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

-~ ...... 
Sample Note: 

RL DD 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DH 
0.20 1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 

Method Prepared AnaiyJ ~- Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09l08/14 14:45 n1 W410209 

Method Prepared Anai;J#~ Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09l08f14 14:47 rr1 W410209 

Method Prepared AnatyJ(···AnaJyd Batch 
EPA200.8 OSI04/1412:13 09l08f14 14:59 rr1 W4l0209 

Method Prepared AnalyzeJI. --~ Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/1415:14 . nl W4l0209 
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I, 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. ,.. . : .... ·.· 
.· ?; < .. ~E_:·_:·: ·m·--,,--·: 

. . . 
. - , . 
. ·:: '. : .. : :, 
. . 

\_;'-----------------------------------------
Callahan & Blaine 

3 Hutton Ce:snre Drive. Ninth Floor 
Sama A11a CA, 92707 

Project: Drinking Water 
Sub Project: Irving 

Proj~.Javier H. Vlll1 Oordt 

Work Order. 13Hl419 

Reccivcd: 08/~3 11:55 
Reported: . 09/03'1~ ·..., .•.... , .... -----· 

13Hl419-81 (Water} Sample.Date: 08116/13 8:00 Sampler.. NickPanchev 

I Analyte 

~ 
Aneaic(As) 
airomimn (+6) 

~AnalyHs 
GrossBea. 
Gress Bea. Counting Error 
Gross Bea. Min Det Ad:Mty 

Uranium 
Uraaiam Counting Error 
Unudum MinDetAdmty 

SM3113-B 

EPA2l8.6 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

Result Unils Rep. Limit 

30 Uf/L 2.0 

1.3 uglL 1.0 

lS pCi/L 4.0 

3.l pCi/L 

2.2 pCi/L 

70 pCi/L 1.0 

3.5 pCi/L 

o.88 pCi/L 

J .Derected below !he~ limit; repom:d CODCeDl!ation is estimated; (J-Flag) 

ND Anaiyte NOT DE'IECT.BD at or above the MDL; Method .Detectioo Limit 

·····~···. 
Robin Glenney 

·'-..-/· Project Manager 

MDL MCL Prepared Analyzed Balch Qualifier I 
0.68 10 08/22/13 08/22/13 1334349 

0.14 08/16113 08/19/13 1334014 

50 08/19/13 08/26113 1330379 

08/19n3 08/26/13 1330379 

08/19/13 08/26113 1330379 

20 08/20/13 08/2M3 1333313 

08/20/13 08/20/13 1333313 

08/20/13 0&'20113 1333313 

Pagel ofl . 
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Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

,..__,,, 

• I • Project Routine WorkOtder. 14H0251 ,._ 
Sub Project: Hinkley Received: 08/06/14 08:20 

Bmstow CA, 92311 Project"Mmmger: R.eponed: 08/28/I4 

RobatRidmds 14110l51-et {Water) SampleDaee: 08/0S/14 11:08 Sampler. NickPanohev 

I Amlyle Metbocl Result Uuils Rep.Limit MO.. Prepared All8ly%ed Balch Qualifier· 

Hml! 
Ar-*{As) SM3113-B 73 uglL 4.0 10 08/20{l4 081»'l4 1434256 

Cbromnim(-f'6) EPA218.6 
... 

ND ug/L 1.0 10 0811>6t'l4 0&01n4 1432413 

Paul Morehouse 14H0251-82 (Water) Sample Date: 08/05/14 12: JI Saaapler: N'ICkPanchev 

I Analyte Mechod Result Units Rep. Limit MCL Pn,pem! ~ Bell:h Qualifier 

Ml!!I! 
Arsenfc (As) SM3113-B 19 ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1433025 

Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 1.0 10 08/06/14 08/07/14 1432413 

Contreras 14Rt251-03 cw--, Sample Date: 08/05/14 12:55 Sampler. N'JCk Panchcv 

I Analyte Metbocl R-11 Unils Rep.Limit MCL Prepared Analyzed Bard, Qualffier 

Mm!! 
~(As) SM3ll3-B 748 ug/L so 10 ()812(lf)4 08120/14 1434256 

.'-.._../ Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 1.0 10 08/06(14 08/01n4 1432413 

Barbara ADen 14B02Sl-84 (Water) 

I ADai)1e Method Rauh Uui1s 

M!!!!!l 
Alseaic(As) SM3113-B ND ug/L 

Chromium (+6) EPA218.6 ND uglL 

ND Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the reporting limit 

Robin Glemiey 

Project Muager 

Rep. Limit 

2.0 

1.0 

Sample Date: 08/05/14 13:43 Sampler: Nick Panchev 

MCL Prepared Analyzed Balch Qualifier 

10 osmn4 08/11/14 1433025 

10 08/06/14 08/07/14 1432413 

Page I of! 
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0-

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

r---------------------------------------------, 
l
a :1• --BmstowCA,92311 

Project: Routine 

Sub Pro. ec:t: Hinkley 

'*"trrt~• 
WorkOnler. 14H0251 

Received: 0&'06/14 08:20 

Reportecl: 0&1281l4 

- 14JI02St.fl(Wafer) SmapleDate: 08/05/14 11:08 Sampler: Nick'Paaehev 
, _ _________ Metbod ____ Result ___ Uuits ____ Rep._Limit ______ MCL ___ Piepared ____ Allllly7.ed ____ Baldi ___ Quali __ lifi_ier_· --. 

Hml! 
Anellie-(As) 
i::hromillii{+6) 

Pal Morehouse 

I ADal}1e 

*!I! 
Arseafc(As) 

Chromium (+6) 

SMJJ13-B 

EPA218.6 

SM3113-B 

EPA218.6 

73 

ND 

4.0 

1.0 

10 

10 

08l20/"l4 

08/06114 

08/20/14 

08/07/14 

1434256 

1432413 

14H02Sl-02 (Water) SampJeDate: 08/05/14 12:11 Sampler: N"ldcPanchev 

19 

ND 

Unils Rep. Limit MCL 

2.0 

1.0 

10 

10 

08/11/14 

08!06-'14 

08/11/14 

08/07/14 

1433025 

1432413 

- 14B02Sl-83 (Waler) Sample Date: 0&/05/14 12:55 Sampler: Nick Panchev & __ .., __________ Method ____ Result ___ Unils __ --Rq,..--Umit-. __ MCL ___ Prepen,d ____ .Analyzed ____ Ba11lh ___ Qua __ lffier __ ---. 

.M!l!!! 
Armdc(As) 

"'---" O!romium(+6) 

SM3113-B 

EPA218.6 

, .... 
ND 

so 
1.0 

10 

10 

0&'2Q/14 

08/06114 

1434256 

1432413 

Barbara Allen 14B0251-94 (Water) SampJe Date: 0&/05/14 13:43 Sampler: Nick Panchev 

~ 

Ar.ienic{As) 

Cl!romium{+6) 

SM311J-B 

EPA218.6 

ND Analy1i: NOT OE"ri:Ci ED at or above !he reporting limit 

ND 

ND 

Uuils Rep. Limit MCL 

2.0 

1.0 

10 

10 

08/11/14 

08/06/14 

08/ll/14 

08/07/14 

1433025 

1432413 

Pust Office Box 329 San Bernardino, CA 92402 (91}9) 825-7693 Fax (909) 825-7696 El.AP NIUllber 1088 
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i, 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. ·m· --~-----:::_- : :.·,fl.· 
• ,, •. ~ .: .. ~ • '.! 

. · .. ~~-· . : ..... 

. ·.:.. .·•. : .. ; :, 

r------------------------------------------, 
Callahan & Blaine 
3 Hmton Centre Drive. Ninlh Floor 
Santa Ana CA, 92707 

Irving 

I Analy1e 

M!!BI! 
Aneak(As) 
Chromiam (+6) 

~yalyses 

GrossBem 
Gross Bem Counting Enw 
Gross Bem MID Det ActMty 
Uranium 
Unmima Comrtiag Error 
Uraaimn Min Det Activity 

SM3113-B 

EPA218.6 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

Project: Drinking Water 
Sub Project: IrviI!g 

Work Order: 13Hl419 

Received: 08/.J.i'JlJ 1:55 
Reported: 09~"' .. . ..., .... , 

13Hl419-0l (Water) Sample Date: 08/16/13 8:00 Sampler:. NickPanchev 

~ Uni1s Rep. Limit MDL MCL Prepared Analyzed ....., 

30 ug/L 2.0 0.68 10 08/22/13 08/22/13 1334349 

1.3 udL 1.0 0.14 08/16/13 08/19/13 1334014 

15 pCi/L 4.0 50 08/19/13 08/26/13 1330379 

3.2 pCi/L 08/19/13 08/.26/13 1330379 

2..2 pCi/L 08/19/13 08/26/13 1330379 

79 pCi/L l.O 20 O&f20/I3 08/20/13 1333313 

3.5 pC"t/L 08/20/13 08/20/13 1333313 

0.88 pCi/l 08/20/13 08/20/13 1333313 

J ])erected below tbe Reporting .Limit; reported concentration is estimated; (J-Flag) 

ND ADalyte NOT DETECTED at or above the MDL; Method Detection Limit 

.· .. ~·· 
Robin Glenney 

·'-.__../ Project Manager 

-

Page 1 ofl . 
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. WECK LABORATORIES.. INC. 
Malytk:al laboratory s«vice- Sil'ICe 1964 

Certificate of Analysis 

Dear 

Client: WatJ!r Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Attn: I 
Projec:t: 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08~/14 13:32 

Turnaround nme: Nonnat 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fmlt:':.:,.,.:;;-_ '4~ 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 8/"lB/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. Toe samples were 
received In good condition, at 4.9 oC. All analysis met the method alteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work Onfer No: 4ff28040.01 
Sampledby: 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) '/11 
Sampled: 08/27/1416:20 

Result Qualifier Units 

Matrix: Wa~-Sample Note: ~ 

Dil Method Prepared 

Chromium &+---------1.9 
RL 

0.30 EPA218.6 09103/1410:00 09103/1415:37 cwh W4I0098 

Work Order No: 4H28040-02 

Sampled by: ----

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uranium #f1 
Sampled: 08/27/1411:10 

Result Qualifier Units 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

Uranl1811, Total----------U ug/1 

RL 
0.20 

Oil 
1 EPA200.8 OQ/04/1412:13 OIWS/1414:40 nt W410:Ml9 

Work Onfer No: ~ 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: Uranium #19 
Sampled: 08/%7/1411 :30 

~ --~-. ·Quali1ier .. . ~- ,:'.,".,.,-,:~,.;;,: .. ---~;:,; ..•. ~;t~'-"".;~·-.,-,; -·~_;;;~~,~->-~ 
~.Yoi« .. -.. · ------------• ug11 0.20 1 EPA200.s · 09104114 t2:13 OM>811414:42 n1 ··w.ct5 
Work Oi'det11o: 4fl280IICMJ4 Sainpie'ID:' Urmrimn-#38-- ,1ilaldi£1J\WJpr , 
Sampfedt,y:. IC Sampled: 08/27/1411:50 SampleNote: _.,,,,, 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL DD Method Prepared 

Uraniunl,ToCaL-...--------17 ug/1 

Work Onfer No: 4ff28040.05 
Sampledby: 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uranium #39 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Result Quaflfier Units 

0.20 EPA200.8 OlW4/1412:13 

DII Method Prepared 

;,;,;r Aitaiist- Batch 
09l08/14 14:45 rTI W410209 

Uranium, Tota......,1---------16 ug/1 

RL 
0.20 EPA200.8 09J04/1412:13 09,'08(1414:47 rr1 W410209 

Work Order No: 4H28040-06 
Sampledt,y-Nld 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 

Result Quallffer Units 

Uranlum,Total.,...---------19 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4ff28040.07 
Samp)eclby: 

Analyte 
Uranium, Total.,... _____ _ 

Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 

Result Qualifier Units 

30 ug/1 

RL Dil Method Prepared Anai;J/·"Anatyd Batch 
0.20 EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09/08114 14:59 rr1 W410209 

RL DII Method Prepared 
0.20 EPA200.8 09l04/1412:13 

~--~ Batch 
09/08/14 15:14 . n1 W410209 

Page 1 of2 

14859 East ClarkAvenue, City oflndusuy, California 91745-1396 (626) 336-2139 FAX (826) 336-2634 
www.wecldabs.com 



Wi .. 111 .. L. 

Dear 

Client: water bWesligations 

848 N. Rainbow Blwl., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89W7 Attn:-

Plojec;t: Arsenfc Testing 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Date: 10/07/1412:50 

Tumaround Time: 6 workdays 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

.... =.# 

Endosect are the resuls of anal)'ses for samples received 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. The samples were 
receiYed in good condition, at 1.3 oC and on Ice. AD analysis met the method alterfa excapt as noted below or in the report with 
data qualifiers. 

Work0rderNo: 4J0704$.01 
Sampled by: Jack Rosen 

Analyl8 
ArselliC, Total 

Work Order No: 4J07046-02 
Sampledby: 

~ 
mie,Total 

...ork 0nler No: 1dfC°3 
Sampledby: 

.Analyl8 
Anienlc,'lbtal 

Work Order No: 4J07846-04 
Sampladby: " - ' 
Analyt8 

AIS8ftic,TotaJ 

Work 0nler No: 4J07046-05 
Sampled by: .... - • 
Analyf8 
AIS8llil;Total 

WolkOrderNo:M71MS-88 
Sampled by: 11111 

Analyte 
A,senlc,Total 

WorkOrderNo: 4J07046.07 
sampled by: I . I I -

Anatyte 
"-.nic,Total 

Sample~ Matrix: water 
• 0:00 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL 011 Method 
120 ug/1 0.40 EPA200.8 Samples:aaa Matrix: Weller 

:30 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method 
76 uwi 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Sample~ 
llatrbc Wlltar 
Sample Nole: 

Result Qualffler Units RL Dil Method 
3.9 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Sample~ Matrix: water 
:30 SampleNca: 

Result Quallfier Units RL Oil Method 
4.8 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Malrlx: Water 
Noee: 

Result Qualifier Unils RL DR 

~~ 
0.40 1 

lfallilc: --~Note: 

Result Qmlfier Units RL Dil 

~ 
0.40 1 

SamplelD: Matrix: V#al8r 
418:30 Sample Noee: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil 
38 ug/1 0.40 1 

14859 East ClarkAvenue, City of lnduslry, Cailbmia 91745-1396 

www:.-wecklabs.com 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

,.,.. 
--~---

PNpal'8d .Analy2ed Analyst Batch 
10/09/14 10:20 10f16/14 15:03 n1 W4J0456 

., • , 
Prepared Analyz8d Analyst Batch 

10/09/1410:20 10/16/14 15:08 n1 W4J0456 

,, _.,,,, ··-' _,, 

Prepared Analyad Analyst Batch 
10/09/14 10:20 10/16114 15:12 n1 W4J0456 

lfli#"':,.,,.._ 

Prepal8d Analyad Analyst Batch 
1Q.109/1410-.20 10,16/1415:29 rrl W4J0456 

.,. ...... 
Prapuacl_ ~ Analyst -~-

10/09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:34 rrl WU0456 

--.......--
Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

10/09/1410:20 10/16/14 15:38 rrl W4J0456 

~ 

Prepared Analyacl Analyst Batch 
10J09/14 10-.20 10/16/1415:55 n1 W4J0456 

Page 1 of2 



Clini~al Laboratory of San Bernardi,no, Inc. 

\._./ ------------------------------------------, 
Project Routine 

Sub Project Toxic TortTOWD$ I Hinkley 

Project~ 

14B0183-:os (Waeier) 8-pteDaie: 

Medlod R.esalt UDifls Rep.Limit MCL 

Mal! 
Aneldl:(As) SM311>-B 19 uwL 2.0 10 

WorltOn:k:r: 14H0183 

Received: 08/04/1417:0S 

Reported: 08/19/14 

(17126/14 lS:30 Sampler: Nick~ 

Prepared Analy2ed Baldi Qlialifier C 

08/11/14 08/1Vl4 
'~ ..... 6 ~,,.~1., 

l43302S 

~.___ ___ ___ 1480183-09 (Waler) Sample Date: 07/30/14 18:05 Sampler: NickPaacbev 
#llftiJ..!~, 

Method Result Units Rep. Limit MCL Prepared Awysd Ball::h Qoalifier 

SM3113-B 27t ug/L 20 10 o&/lS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

~---------l4B0183-1t (Waler) Sample Date: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: NickPam:bev 
, -.+ '.:•. •"tC ~, • 

Med,od Raul1 Uni1s R&p. Limit MCL Ptepaied ADalyzed Batch Qaalifi« -­Anellle(AS) SM3113-B .J58 uglL 1Jj 10 08/1S/J4 08/18/14 1433~ 

-· ~~------------
'"h"l'-4:...: , 

l4BOJG--11 (Wider) Samplel>ale: 07~14 14:30 Sampler: N"ickPancbev 

Medlod Bl:mlt UDifs Rep.limit MCL Prepared Aaly1cd Baldi Qaatilicr 

HE!)! 

Alscmc{As) 

BAIN 

I Ana1yls 

M!!!1! 
Anenic(As) 

Hmll 
Arseaic(As) 

SM3113-B 

Medlod 

SM311.3-B 

Med!od 

SM3Ill-B 

Medaod 

SM3113-B 

ND uwL 2.0 

14H0183--12 (Water) 

Resuk UDilll Rep.Limit 

148 ug/L 20 

14Btl83-13 (Water} 

Result Ullils !qi.Limit 

66 ug/L 4.0 

14BOI83-14 {Wluier) 

·Result Units Rap.Limit 

471 

,-!~," .. .., 
10 o&/1Ul4 08/11/14 1433025 

SampleDate: 07/30/14 16:30 Sampler: NickPanc:bev 

MCL Ptepared ADaJyz9d IJ-8-:h 4Qualmcr' 

10 08/lS/14 08/18114 1433586 

Sample.Dale: 07/31/14 10:00 ~,..,Np:Paucbev 

MCL Pnlpaled ADalyzed Barch Qualifier 

10 08/lS/14 08/18/14 (, !i09586• 

Sample Date: 07/31/14 10-.30 Sampler: N'tclcPanchev 

MCL Pnlpaled Amlyzi:d Ball:h Quatifii:I' 

, ... ,.~; '. ·• 
10 08/15/14 0&118/14 1433:$86 

J 

\ ..... ../ 

PIISt OjJice Box 329 San Benuzrdim,, CA 914()2 (909) 825-7693 Fax (909) 825-7696 EI.AP Nrmu,er 1088 ,. "A II 
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WECK LABORATORIES, INC . 
• -"ioalytlcal Laboratory Service· Since 1964 

Certificate of Analysis 

Dear 

Oient: Wata Investlqations 

Attn: 

Project: 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/14 lJ;if ~--

Turnaround Time: Nonna! 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 8/28/2014 with the 0,ain of CUstody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 4.9 °C. All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 
quarmers. 

Wort Order No: 4H28040-01 
Sampled by: 1 a 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) #7 
Sampled: 08/27/1416:20 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 Chromium 6+---------1.9 
Wort Order No: 4ff28040.02 
Sampled by: L 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uranium #7 
Sampled: 08/27/1411 :10 

Result Qualifier 
Jranlum, TotaL.- -----8.5 

Units 

ug/1 

Worft Order No: 41-128040-03 
Sampled by: 

Sample ID: Uranium #19 
Sampled: 08/27/1411:30 

AnaJyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 
Uranium,Tota1._ _________ ~4-9 

Woflt-On:lerNo~ 4H28044MJ4 
Sampled by: l 1 4 

Sample ID: Uranium tl38 
Sampled: 08/Z7ff411:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, Total---------17 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H28040-05 Sample ID: Uranium #39 
Sampled by: 4 Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Analyte Result Qualifier 
16 Uranium, Total-------------

Units 

ug/1 

Wort Order No: 4H28040-D6 
Sampled by: 1 11\ 

Sample iD: Uranium #28 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 

Analyte Result Qualifier 
Uranium, ,.....,. _________ 19 

Units 

ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H28040-07 
Sampled by: lsa:I 5 L 

Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 

Analyte Result Qualifier 
Uranium, Tota ... l _________ ,30 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

Units 

ug/1 

Mabix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.30 

Dil 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

·RL 
0:20 

OIi 
1 

. -llatri¥:.. Water 
. Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

D11 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

Dil 
1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

Oil 

Method 
EPA218.6 

Prepared 
09/03/14 10:00 

Method Prepared 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 

Method Prepanld 
EPA200.8 09/04/14 12:13 

Method Prepared 
EPA 200.8 09/04/14 12:13 

Method Prepared 
EPA 200.8 09!04/1412:13 

Analyzed 
09/03/14 15:37 

Analyzed 
09/08/14 14:40 

~ ;Analyst .~ 
09/08/14 14:42 rrl W410209 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/08/14 14:45 rr1 W410209 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09/0811414:59 rr1 W410209 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA 200.8 09/04/14 12:13 09/08/1415:14 rr1 W410209 

Page 1 of2 
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_c_'ontaminated ____ R_'ealty __ -_1_4_12_1i_6_1 ____ -=::;; ____ -:_..,.7.......,-_________ -....__,t,, ____________ _ 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

CBatdllD QCType 

C15010189 Blank 1 

CBatcllID QCType 

C15010189 , LCS 1 Arsenic 

!C15010189 MS 1 Arsenic 

l,... .......... 
:-J-

Irr Mmt, b,ICP-MS 
.Ane:nic:.:\ 

a o t 
1412761-002 

EPA200.8 

. Trace Metals Digestion :EPA 200.2 

Customer Sampk ID: 00-Y.K 

WETIAB Sample ID: 1412761--003 

Iacc Mmla hJ ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Sa!mlt Pr,:pal"lldoll 

Trac:e Me181s Digestion 

Caslomer Sample ID: DW-22-53 

WETLABSample ID: 1412761-004 

D:w Meta'• by ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Sgple fm>antion 
Trace Me1als Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 

Method • tiiaiiiftl 
EPA200.8 0.0528 

Method 
Spi)re 
Sample 

Sample 
Result 

EPA 200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Units 

24 

Units 

740 µg/L 

Compleu: 

Results Units 

37 

Units 

• f>t-P·- t 
%R~ Units 

,.. 
,::•: ilo c,~~-., 

Actual 

0.050 106 mglL 

il\\1Jrt MS MSD Sp1re MS% ~ " 

Result Result Value Units Rec. Rec. 

0.0536 0.0536 o.oso me'.k 103 103 <1% 

Colleet Da1r/11me: 1211612&14 16:00 

Reeeive Dafe: 11123/2014 13:10 

··~ 
DF RL 

LO 1/6/2015 NV00925 

1 

Collect Datefl'ime: 12/16/2014 14:00 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Allalyzcd 

1.0 1/6/2015 

I 1/6/2015 NV00925 

Collect Dafdl"'nne: 

Receive Date: 

DF RL AaJyzed LabID 

1.0 --~ 
1 1/612015 NV0092S 



Qinical Laboratory bf San Bernardino, Inc. 

'--._../' r--------------------------------------------
a • -Bm:s1ow CA, !>2311 

~ 
Arseaic (As) 

Mediod 

SM3U3-B 

Method 

SM:3113-B 

Medlod 

SM3113-B 

Project: Routine WodcOrdcr. 14H0183 
Sub Project Toxic Tort TOW.DS / Hinkley Rcceiwcl: 08/04(14 17:05 

Project Manager: Reported: 08/19/14 

14R018MS (Water) SampleDate: 07126/14 15:30 Sampler: Nickl>ancbev 

Rault lJni1S Rep.Limit MCL Prq,ared ADaly7.ed Baldi Qualifier 

19 ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1.wo25 

14119183-f9 (Water) SampleDate: 07/30/14 18.~ . ~ Nick.Panchev 

Result Unils Rep.Limit MCL ~ ~ Baldi Qualtiicr 

m ug/L 20 10 08/lS/14 0&'18/14 1433586 

14H01&1G (Wafer) Sample Date: 07/30/14 14:00 Sampler: N"dPaocbe\' 

Resul1 Units Rq,.Uzait MCL Prepan,d Aaa1yad Batt:b Quali&r 

350 ug/L 20 10 08/!S/l4 08/18/14 1433586 

~~-----------
14II0183-11 (Wateaj Sample Date: 07/30/14 14:30 Sampler: N"ack~ 

Mediod R-1t Units Rq,.L&llit MCL PrepaNd All8lyzcd Bell:h Qalifi« 

M!!a 
Amenic(As) SM3113-B ND ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 1433025 

~---------------14H01BS-ll (Waser) SampJeDete: 07/30/14 16:30 s-pJer. NicltPancbev 

MOlbod :R-1i Uznts Rep. Lilnit MCI. Prepan,d Aaa1>= BalCh Qualifier 

SM3113-B 148 uglL 20 10 08/lS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

148818.1-13 (Water) Sample.Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler: N"ICkPancliev 

MedJ<ld Result Units Rep.Limit MCL Piepaied ADa1yzed Ball:h Quali&r 

-- SM3UJ..B 66 uglL 4.0 10 08/lS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

1480183-"14 (Wuel-) SalllpleDate: 07 /31/14 10-.30 Sampler. NickPanchev 

'Amp Medlod Result Units Rep.Limit Ma. PnpRd Ana1ya:d Baldi Qualmer -

Mm!!" 
Arseaic(As) SM3113-B 20 10 08/15/J4 08/18/14 1433586 

\.....,,i 

Post Office Box 329 $1111 Bernardino, CA 9241)2 (9fJ9) 825-7693 

.I 



Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

\..J -----------------------------------------------, 
Bmslow CA, 92311 

SM3113-B 

Mdllocl. 

!l!!!I! 
Anelc(As) SM3113-B 

Project: Rouzine 

Sub Pi:oject: Toxic Tort Towns/ Hinkley 

ProjectMaaap: 

14B018MS (Water) 

19 ug/L 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/11/14 

Wodc Order: 14H0183 

Received: 08/04/14 17:0S 
Repm1ed: 08/19/14 

143302S ~·-.. ,..., 
1480183-# (Water) Sample»-: 07/.30/14 18:05 Sampler. Nick.Pancbev 

Result Unirs Rep. Limit MCL Prepared Anabzed Baldi QuaJi&r 

m ug/L 20 10 08/15114 DS/18114 1433586 

~----
14119183-19 (Waler) Sample»-= 07/30ll4 14:00 Seapler: N"IC:k~ 

MdliDd ~ Omls Rep.Limit MCL Pnpeaw -·.·~.· . :Ball:h : ·:.~·-,· 

SM3113-B .'5t ug/L 20 10 OS/15114 o&flS/14 1433586 

~---------------------
14II0183-11 (Water) Samplel>am: 07/30/14 14:30 Sampler: NickPanche\t 

McdlDd R-1t UDits Rep.Limit MCI. Prepmecl ~ Beldt Qmlifiei-

!IEIII 
Anenic(As) SM3ll3-B 

Method 

SM3113-B 

Medlod 

SM3113-B 

Mediod 

SM3113-B 

ND lJ8IL 2.0 

14H0183-U (Water) 

:a-It Uoils Rep.Limit 

1441 ug/L 20 

14110183-IJ {Water) 

R-1i Units Rep.Limit 

" us/I- 4.0 

1480183-14 (Water) 

hsult Umlll Rep.Limit 

478 20 

10 O&lll/14 08/1V14 1433025 

Suaplel>l*: 07/30/14 16:30 Sampler: Nick .Pancbev 

MCL Prepared Aaaly2ed Baa;b Quali&:r 

10 O&llS/14 08/18/14 1433586 

Samplel>lde: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampler. N"dPancbev 

MCL Prepmed Analy7.m Baldi Qualifier 

10 0&/15/14 OS,JS/14 1433586 

Sample ])aCe: 07/31/14 10-30 Sampler. NickPancllc,v 

Ma.. Piqmed Amb'z,,d Balch Qaalifier 

10 08/15114 OSflS/14 1433586 

PostOJjice Bax.329 Sim Bemardbu,, CA 9241)2 {989) 825-7693 Fax (909) 825-7696 ELAPNUMber 1(}88 

£;< h ; h j r 11f./' 

.I 



C01'ltaminaled Raalty- I 41276 I 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

QCBatcblD QCType Parameter 

QC15010189 Blank 1 Arsenic 

QCBatcbID QCType 

QC15010189 LCS 1 Arsenic 

QCBatcblD QCType Parameter 

QC15010189 MS 1 Arsenic 

.Customer Saaple ID: 

WETLABSample ID: 

Trace Metals bf ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Trace Melals Digestion 

1412761-002 

-0..merSiaplelD: 00-Y.K 

WETLABSmaple ID: 1412761-003 

SWPk ,.,._,,.. 
Trace Melals.DiFsdon 

CasComerSampleID: DW-22-53 

WETLABSemple ID: 1412761-oo4 

TraceMmls bf ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

~pig fr:mrltion 
Trace Metals Digestion 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method Result 

EPA200.8 0.0015 

EPA200.8 0.0528 

Method 
Spike 
Sample 

Sample 
Result 

EPA200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Results Units 

24 µg/L 

Complete 

Units 

740 µg/L 

Complerc 

Results Units 

37 

Complete 

DF=Dillltion Factor, RL=Rqo,tb,g Lindt, ND=Nol ~ or <R.L 

Units 

mg/L 

Actual 0/4 Recovery Units 

.,. _: ,1?$., ::..:p 

0.050 106 mglL 

MS MSD Spike MS,-~ 
Result Result Value Uni1s Rec. Rec: ..i~D 

0.0S36 0.0536 0.050 IDf'.L 103 103 <1% 

Collect Datlflime: 12/16/2014 16:00 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL 

1.0 1/6/2015 NV00925 

CollectDm/Tlme: 12/16'2014 -14:00 • 

Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL LablD 

1.0 1/6/2015 

CollectDatclllme: 12/16/2014 08:ii . .,,.,. · 
Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13 :JQ 

DF RL ~ LabID 

1/6/2015 NV00925 



Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc. 

BazstowCA,. 92311 

Merhod 

SM3113-B 

Mdliod 

SM3113-B 

Med!od 

lfal! 
Anenie(As) SMlll3-B 

Project: Romine Work Order: 14H0183 

Sub .Project: Toxic Tott Towns I Hinkle.y Received: 08/04114 17:05 

~ 08/19/14 Projoct~._.... 
14II0183-08 {Water) Samp)eDale: <fl /26/14 15:30 

"•·"Ill 
Result Unifs .Rep.limit MCL Prepared AmlY2"d Batch Qualifier 

19 uwI- 2.0 10 08/11/14 08/1Ul4 1433025 

14HOl8Mlt(Walles-) Salilple»-: &1/3M'4 18,.1)5 'Smapler: Niitlk~; 

Rcsalt Uuils .Rep.timit Ma. PiepaRd Anal,ad. Baldl Qua&&,; 

279 1W'L 20 10 0!/15/14 08/18114 1433586 

1480183-19 (Waler) Samplel>ase: <fl /30/I4 14:00 Sampler: NickPancbev 

Ra,,11 UDils Rep. Llmit MCL Prepared Amtlyad Baldi Qualifier 

359 uglL 20 10 08/15/14 08/18/14 1433586 

~~------------14110l83-11 (Water) SautpleDate: <fl/30/14 14:30 Sampler: N'iclr Pauc:hev 

Mdhocl Result UDils Rep.Limit MCL Ptepared Analyzod Beldi Quatim 

SM3113-B ND ug,'L 2.0 10 08.f!Ul4 o&/1Ul4 1433025 

1480183-12 (Weter) Samplel>,m: 07 /30/14 16:30 Sampler: Nick.PaDchev ,~ Medlod Resah Unils Rep.Limit MCL Prepared Ansly2ed 9allch Qaali5:I- .I 
SM311.3-B 148 uglL 20 10 08/15114 08/18/14 1433586 

14H0183-13 (Water) Sample Date: 07/31/14 10:00 Sampkr. Nick Pancbev 

Mcdlod :Result Units .Rep.Limit MCL Prepared Analy2ed Balch Qualifier 

Mel! 
Arsemc(As) SM3113-B " uglL 4:0 10 08/15/14 08/18114 1433586 - 14B0183-14 (Water) Sample Date: <fl /31/14 10-.30 Soip1er. N"tekPanchev 

Mediod Ro:sult Uni1s .Rep.Limit MCL Prepared Analyzed Batch Qaafffia' 

SM3113-8 478 20 10 0811S/14 08/18114 1433586 

Pqst OJJiu Bax 329 San Bemardino, CA 9141)2 (909) 825-7693 Fax {909) 825-7696 ELA.P1VUIJlber 1088 

-e-prteJJ~ 
'b-7 7ft. f; 
~ e~h'1b it ·~JJ 

; 

I 

I 
I 
I 

l 
i 
I 
I 

I 
I 
e 

1 
! 

I 
I 
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Contaminated Realty- 1411453 

Western Environmental Testb;lg Laboratory 
Analytical Report 

C".oot11ni!bdt-1 Realty 

848 N. Rainbew Blvd. #1422 

Las Vegas. NV 89107 

Attn: 

Phone: •••• Fu: 
PO\Project: 31411074/TOSIC'TORT'TOWNS 

Cndeaea-,Slml(lleJD: HA'Wm#ll 

WE'lLAB Sulple ID: 1411453-001 

,~Aaalyte-,. -. -----~--------

TncYrt ! 7-ICP-MS 
EPA200.8 

Sem!e .,.,,.,,,, 
EPA200.2 

ema-Sample ID: CHARLES MATTHIESEN #28 

WETLABSuiplelD: 1411453-002 

I ,Allalyte 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

CustomerSampleJD: CORBY#l3 

WETLAB Salllple II); 14114S~ 

S7 

Units 

46 µ.g/L 

Complete 

l~------------~-od- . _________ Resitlts _____ U_aits __ 

EPA200.8 9.8 

Trace Metals Digestion EPA200.2 

CUs1oma- Sample ID: HAUSTEAD ffi 

WETLAB 8ample JD: 1411453--004 

EPA200.8 19 

EPA200.2 Complete 

Date Printed: 12/5/2014 

OrderID: 1411453 t./>. '"· _ -·~ 
~- ~" •,r,c# 

CollectDmmme: U/13J2014 13:ti 

Receive Da1e: 11/17/2014 1S:00 

DF 
---· ·-·--- ~:.~;~ RL Aaalyad----

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

l~l/2014 N-V0092S 

Collect Date/T'one: 11/13/2014 13-.30~:,, _ ~ J, .. 
....... ~. 

ReceiveDate: 1Vl7/2014 15:00 

DF RL 

1.0 12/1/2014 --~-•• ·.'k)( '.·· . 
~·:·~ ,1,: ..... '~ 

12/1/2014 NV00925 

Collect Date/.('"- 11/13/2014 14:00 

ReceiveDate: 1U17/.2014 15:00 

DF RL 
. Amlp.ed JJJ,t,p:,~ 

1.0 12/112014 NV00925 

Collect Datefl'ime: 11/13/2014 1S:00 

Receive Date: 11/17/2014 15:00 

DF RL Analyzed LablD 

-.. ···.~ ..• t•, 
! :.,· •. ~ 

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

1 12/1/2014 NV00925 

Page3 ofS 



\Ni .. 111 •• L. 
atent: Water JnuestiQalioos 

848 N. Rainbow BMt., #122 
Las Vegas, NY 89107 

Attn: I 
Ploject. Drinlcing water 

Dear • : 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical Laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/31/14 12:34 
ReceiNd Date: 10/14/14 12:15 

Phone: (702) 301--4167 

Fax: 

P.o.#: 

Enclosed are the resuls of analyses for samples received 10/14/2014 with the 01aln of CUstocly doalment. The samples were 
received in good m11dltlon, at 1.0 °C and on fee. AH analysis met the method alteria except as noted below or In the report with 
data qualifiers. 

Wolk Order No: 4JM041-o1 

Sampled byr:t •• , ---

Analyt8 Result Qualifier Unlls 
Aft1811ic,TC4a1-. _________ 5' ug/1 

=:=rt;= f'!f';-oa Samples:..11111,144 a.» 
./ -~ Rasult Quallfiel' Uall8 

,,;, AC. ,_.,.__, _______ 1_ ug,'I 

RL DI 
0.40 1 

Matrix: W8ler 
SampleNote: 

~ DI 
0.40 1 

Method Prepanld 
EPA200.8 1°'23/1411:46 

....... Preri•• 
EM200:s f0/1N'f41t:46 

--~---- --.:.:!¼E11:oo .: llalrix: 'Waler 
Sllllpleffofle: 

Analyl9 Result Qualifier Units RI. DI Melbod Prepared 

Arsentc,Wi----------20 "911 

WorkOn:larNo: 4J14041-G4 Sample ID: ....... 
S.npledby: 1 - ~:30 

0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/23f1411:46 

Malrlx:Walier 
Sample Note: 

Analyle RI. Di Method PNpanld 
Amlnic,"R#.._ ________ ,.~ 

Work 0nler Ho: 4J14041-o5 Sample ID: 
Sampled by: Client : 10/13'1412:10 

0.40 1 EPA200.8 10i23/14 11:46 

Matrix: Water 
SampleNoa: 

Analyle Result Qualifier Units RL Dif MeChocl Prepal9CI 

AJsenk:.Total-·--------U ~ 
WorkOn:llrNo: 4JM841-8& SamplalD: ..... 
Sampladby: i I 4 ~2:SO 

0.40 1 EPA200.8 1012311411:46 

llalrix: -SampleNole: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Preparad 
Uranilallht---------12 pCiJl 0.13 1 EPA200.8 10123/1411:51 

WortcOnlerNo: 4J14041-07 Sample ID: .... 
Sampledby: Ju Z L ~18:00 

llllrix:Wal8r 
Sample Note: 

Analylt Result Quallfier Units RL Dil Method Pnapat9d 
''ltlfflium 6+ •• ___ _ 

·---ND ug/1 0.30 1 EPA218.6 10(16114 09:50 

lab#: 4J14041-07 

14859 &st ClarkAwm.le, City of Industry, CallfOrnia 91745-1396 {626) 336-2139 
www.wecklabs.ccm 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
10124114 16:01 rrl W4J11a2 

~,l.,._. 1:ii: n1 -wuS: 

~--. ·ta; Batch 
10/24114 16:09 m W4J1182 

Analyzlld Analyst Batch 
10124114 16:14 !Tl W4J11a2 

.. -.. ..... .,, 
Analyad Analyst Batch 

10/24(14 16:18 rrl W4J1182 

"'" ..... "'"'""' 
AnalJz*d Analyst Batch 

10124114 17:23 n1 W4J1183 

/lfillA,..,, 
Analyzed Analyst Batch 

10,16/14 19:38 hmt W4J0792 

Page1 of2 



..... -.... 

Wi .. 111 .. L. WECK L.ABORATORlES, INC. 

Certificate of Analysis 

Client: Watr!.r Investigations 

Attn: 

Project: 

Deal& 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NI/ 89107 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/14 13:32 

Turnaround nme: Normal 

Phone: (702} 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results d analyses fur samples received 8~{2014 with the Chain d Custody document. The samples were 

received in good condition, at 4.9 °C. All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with data 

quaflfiers. 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o-1 
Sampled by: Jac:lc Rosen 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) 'lf1 
Sampled: Ol/27/1416:20 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Chromium 6+·---------1.9 ug11 

Worfc Order No: 4H28040-o2 Sample ID: Uranium tl1 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08f27/1411 :10 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 
Jranlum.Tota1.., _________ a.5 

Worfc 0rder No: ~ 
Sampledby: 

Sample ID: Uranium #19 
Sampled: 08/Z:7/1411:30 

·Aflalyte Res'l;lt:' Qualffler Units 
lJrllaium, Tota11J1a1 _________ : 49- ug/1 

Work 0ldel- No: ,4H2BOC0-04 Sample ID: Uranium "38 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/27/1411:50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ugll Uranium, li ... ocal ...... ---------17 
WorkOrderNo: ~ 
Sampled by: 7 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uraniwn #39 
Sampled: 08f27/1412:15 

Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, 11----------16 

Work Order No: 4H2804CHJ6 
Sampled i,y: G 

Semple ID: Uranium ffl 
Sampled:Ol/27/1412:35 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, Tolal ... --------19 ug11 

Work Order No: 4ff28040.07 Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampled by: 0 - Sampled: 08/27/1413:00 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, Tftla-..1 ---------30 ug11 

Malrht: water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.30 

on 
1 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL on 

EPA218.6 Q9.I03/1410:00 09/03/1415:37 cwh W410098 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

0.20 1 EPA200.8 OM>4/14 12:13 09,US/14 14:40 rrl W410209 

Matrix: w.:r~'fll/J;;.,;,~ 
Sample Nole: 

RL 

RL 
0.20 

DB 

D11 
1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

DII 
1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Nole: -

RL DH 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DU 

0.20 1 

.. 
Method Prepared 

EPA 200.8 09l04/14 12:'f3 

Analyzed Analyst 
..Balch 

09,tl8114 14:42 rrl W410209 

Method Prepared 
EPA200.8 09l04/1412:13 09A)8(1414:45 rrl W410209 

Method Prepared 
EPA200.8 09.l04/1412:13 09J0811414:47 rrl W4l0209 

Method Prepared 

EPA 200.8 09/04/14 12:13 
Analyzed ~-jatch 

09J08/14 14:59 rrl ~0209 

EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 Page 1 of 2 

14859 East ClarlcAwnue, City of lnduslly, Calibnia 91745-1396 (626) 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 
· www.weclclabs.com 



/ 

Wi .. 111 .• L. 

Dear 

atent: water Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow SIVd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC_ 

Anaiyticai laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/31/14 12:34 
ReceiNd Dale: 10/14/14 12:15 

Phone: (702) 301--4167 

Fax: 

P.0-#: 

Enclosed are the results rK analyses for samples reawed 10/14/2014 with the OJ8ln of CUstody document The samples were 
received In good condition, at 1.0 oe and on Ice. Alt analysis met the method a1terfa except as noted below or In the report With 
data qualifiers. 

Work Order No: .cJ14041-o1 
Sample~ 

llalrix:...., 
Sampledby: SampleNote: 

Analy19 Result Qualifier Unlls RL Oil Method Prepared Analyad Analyst Batch 
AIS8ftic,Tn4al 54 ~ 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10i23/1411:48 10l24/1416:01 "' W4J1182 

Work Older No: 4J'M041-G2 SamplelD: f58 llatsue llalrix: war.,, 
Sampr.dby: ... • 8ampled: 10l13/14 10:00 Sample Nole: 

,...,.. Result Qualifier Unils RL Dil Method Prepared Analyzad Analyst Batch 

Ac, TataL 150 uwt 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/23/14 11:48 10/24/1416:05 rrl W4J1182 

-ode Older No: 4J14041,03 ·Sample~ llalrix: Water 
Sampledby: Semple Nole: 

Analyte Result Qualffier Units RL Oil Melhod Prepared Analpad Analyst Batch 
Anienlc,'lblaf 28 U9lf 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10f23f1411:46 10l2Al1418:09 n1 Wt.11182 

Work Onler No: 4J14041-04 Samplea:aa1:30 Malrix: water 
Samplecfby: Semple Note: 

Analyl9;,_ _,. Qualifier IJnill RL DI ll8lhocl Prapal8d Analped Aaai,st .Batdl 
AISiiilc;'Wlf 79 11!111 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10l23M4 11:46 1ot24114 16:14 rrl WC.11182 

Wcn.Oldar-t~-05 s.mr-~10 
Malrlx:Waler 

Samplidb,: Cllent SimpleNoa: 

Analyle Result Qualifier Unils RL DI llefhod Prepa,8d Analy28cl Analyst Batch 
Arsenie,Total- 5.5 11!111 0.40 1 EPA200-8 10/23/1411:46 10f24/1416:18 nl W4J1182 

Work Order No: 4J1.t041 .. 
Sample~ Matrix: ...... 

Sampled by: Iii I ... SampleNote: 

Analyt8 Result Qualifier Units RL DU Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
Uranium Rad 12 pCiil. 0.1S 1 EPA200.8 10/23/14 11 :51 10l2Al14 17:2S rrl W4J1183 

WorkOrderNo: 4.114041-07 
Semple~ Matrix: water 

Sampled by: I • - 6:00 SampleNocr. 

Analyt9 Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method PrepanMI Analpad Analyst Batch 
C'.htomium &+_ ... _ ................................................... NO ugll 0.30 1 EPA218.6 1 Of16f14 09-..50 10f16f1419:38 hmt \IV4J0792 

use Narrative: 

Labl: 4J14041-o7 Page1 of2 

'B- ,, 



Wi .. 111 .. L. WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Certificate of Analysis 
Sample ID: ""Ornelas 

Sampled:1CIIOCH412:10 

~. ···Malt''.~ 
~To4al---------UO 

Case Narrative: 

Contact Kim G Tu 
(Project Manager) 

Noles: 
The Chain of Cusl0dy d0cunent is part d1he analytical n,port. 

RL 
0.40 

DI 
1 

IWhod PNF•Nd. 
EPA200.8 1QI09/1410:20 

AA/ remaining sampa(s} tbr testing wil be dlsposad of one month from ffle final report dale unless oCher anangements are made in aclwnce. 
Al rasulls are e,cpre11ed on -wet weight basis unless othelwise specified. 

Analyzad 
10l16114 16:00 

,r '" :· ·,, 

. ,' , .•. , 
NOT DETECTED at or above 1he Reporting Urnit. If J-valUe reported, then NOT DETECTED at or~ the Melhod Detection Limit (MOL} 

' = Not Reportable 
.Alb= Subcoubacilld analysis, 0lvnaf report enclceed. 

. f 

Page2of2 
14869 fast ClarkAwlnue, City of Industry, Califcmla 91745-1398 (626) 336-2139 

www.wecklabis.com 



/, 

Wi .. 111 .. L. 
. Certificate of Analysis 

Attn: 

PIDject: Arsenic Testing 

Dear 

WECK LABORATORlES, INC. 
Aoal}'tical laboratory Service - Since 1%4 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Date: 10/(11/1412:SO 

Turnaround Time: 6 wortdays 

Phone: •• , .. 

Fax: 

P-0.#: 

Blcfosed are the results of analyses for samples realM!d 10/7/2014 with the CJ1ain ~ CuslDdy doaJment. The samples were 
receiY.ed In good conclJtlon, at 1.3 °C and on lee. AD analysis met the method criteria except as noled below or In the report with 
data qualifters. 

lilrin . . . . .. ;.a,1,:~.tnr .,,~ C,,()#f'jv.u-e_ - see·¥-Z-

Analy1e 
Afllenlc,"lbtal 

wen Older No: tZiffl;:82 
Sampled by: • 

.,.-· ... ' 
' -.Jc:, Total 

• .ork Order No: 4J0704I-03 
Sampledby: I ' 

Analyte 
Arsenic,~ 

WorkOnlerNo: B°' 
Sampledby: 

Analya 

~Tola! 

Work Order No: 4J0704M5 
Sampled by: I ... 
Analyte 

ArseniC, Total 

Work Order No; 4J0704s-G6 
Sampled by: . I 11 • 
Analyt8 

Amenie,Toeal 

WolkOrderNo: ~ Sampled by: I ..._ 

Analyte 
wc_Tftfal 

Result Quallffer llnlts RL DI lllethod 

...:.:.Ill! ... 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

llalrix: W8lar 
1MM11411:30 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Unils RL Oil llelhod 
78 ugA 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Samples:JIIIIIII lladrix: Water 
3:00 Sample Nole: 

Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Mathod 
u U!}/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Samples:..lal llalrix: Weier 
13:30 SalllpleNollt: 

Result QualHier Unls RI. DI lllllhod 
4.8 ug,ot o.40 1 EPA200.8 

Sample~ Matrix: water 
Sample Nole: 

Result Qualifier Unils RL DI ~ 
210 ug,11 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Sample~,4:45 
llalrix:watar 

Sample Note: 

Rssult Qualifier Units RL Dil Method 

~ 
0.40 1 EPA200.8 

8amplelD: Matrix: Water 
• 416:30 Sample Note: 

Result Qualifier Units RL. Dil Method 
-38 ug,ot 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

14859 East ClarftAwnue, City of Industry, Callbnia 91745-1396 

www.wac:ldabs.ccm 
(626) 336-2139 

PntpaNd AnalyZ8d Analyst 8*11 
1 Q,'1)9/14 10:20 10'1811415:0S rrl W4J0456 

Pl9pared .Analyzed Analyst Balctl 
10I09f1410:20 10/1811415:08 rrl W4J0456 

Pl9pared Analyad Analyst Balch 
1Q.'09/1410:20 10(1811415:12 n1 W4J0456 

Prepared Analyz8d AnalySt Balch 

1009/1410:20 10,16114 15:29 m W4J0456 

Pr9pantd Analyz8d Analyst Batch 
10/0Q/14 10:20 10/16114 15-.34 rrf W4JD456 

Prepared Analyz8d Analyst Batch 
10ID9/14 10:20 10/16/1415:38 IT! W4J0456 

Prepal9d Analpld Analyst Balch 
10/09/1410-.20 10/16/14 15:55 nl W4J0458 

Page1 of2 



' ., 

~ halty- 1411453 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
Analytical Report 

Contaminated Realty 

848N. Rainbew BmL #1422 

Las Vegas. NV 89107 

Attn: 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 Fu: 

~ 3141J07VI'OSICTORTTOWNS 

Customer Semple JD: HAWES #1 l 

WE'n.AB Saaple ID: 1411453--001 

Date Printed: 12/5/2014 

OrderlD: 141US3 

ColledDate/Tlme: 11/13/2014 13~ , .. ~ .. .,. 

ReceiveDate: 11/17/2014 15:00 

..------------·---------··---------- ---'----------------
! AJlaly1e Uaits 

EPA200.8 57 

EPA200.2 

~ Sample JD: CHARL£S MATTHIESEN #28 

WETLAB Sulple ID: 1411453--002 

I 

I AllalyR Results Ullil5 

.EPA200.8 46 µglL 

EPA2oo.2 Complele 

CORBY#l3 

WETLAB Smple ID: J4114S3-003 

i ----------- -- . ----
l Aaalyte 
:,__ __________ --·--·------- ·------

.EPA200.8 9.8 

Snn+""" f 77 

EPA200.2 

Cllsamler Semple ID: HAUSTEAD #26 

WETLAB Sulple ID: 1411453--004 

DF RL Amly7.ed LabJD ·~ . ·, . :" ~ 

LO 12!1/2014 NV0092S 

12/1/2014 NV0092S 

ColleetDale/Time: 11/13/2014 13:30 

ReceiveDate: ll/17/2014 15:00 

I ._, 
. ,. Analyzed LabID 

"""' ;'"" 
LO 12/1/2014 NV00925 

Ji. ... '•.II k··. "·<c.,_ 12/1/2014 NV00925 

Called u.rraae: 11/13/2014 14:00°··~ 

ReeeiwDate: 11/17/2014 15:00 

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

l2/1J2014 

"·"· •.J •• # 
CollectDate/T"aae: 11/13/2014 15:00 

ReceiveDate: 11/17/2014 15:00 ---~ LabJD 

EPA200.8 19 1.0 12/1/2014 NV0092S 

EPA200.2 12/l/20W:: ~00925 . ,, 
J>ase3ofS 



Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
Analytical Report 

Co,dBiidnateil Realty 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd. #14ll 

Las Vegas, NV 891~ 

Atta: 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 Fax: 

PO\Project: 31411074/TOSICTORTTOWNS 

Cmmmel-SampleID: ~ 
WETLAB Sample JD: 1411453-001 

Date Prinad: 12/5/2014 

OrderID: 1411453 

Collect Datdrmte: 11/13/2014*1'3':e.5 

Receive Date: 11/17/2014 15:00 

, 
, ..... 

.----------------··--------------------- ----------------

EPA200.8 57 

EPA200.2 Complete 

Cadamer Sample ID: 

Unifs 

EPA200.8 46 

& w:?J•.atiap 
EPA200.2 

Oismmer 8iaJllp1e JD: -WETLABsuapleID: 1411453-003 

--- ------------------
' 

DF RL LablD .r-_ ·:·;~ 
---· ·-----------

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

l 12/1/2014 NV00925 

ColeetDmei'Time: 11/1312014 13:30 

Receive Date: 1U17/2014 15:00 

DJI' RL AmlyM Lal,ID 

... 
1.0 1211/2014 NV00925 

1 12/1/2014 _, _ ~ 

CoDeet Date/Tune: 11/13/2014 14:00 

R«eiveDate: ll/17/2014 15:00 

r ! Ana1ym Medlocl Results Unifs DF RL Analyzed LablD 
'------------·· ------------- ·------- --------------.~111"'->__.,_":'_...,,..__ 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

CastomerSmpleID: iiiiillli 
WETLAB Sample 1D: 1411453-004 

EPA200.8 

i 
EPA200.2 

9.8 

Complete 

19 

Complete 

p.glL 

UJlits 

1 1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

12/1/20141. • NV00925 •.. ,,, 
CollectDatel'lime: 11/13/2014 15:00 

Receive Date: 11/17/2014 15:00 

DF RL 

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

Page3 ofS 
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._';,-__.,. .. 
.. ·,·.·.: . . ·. 

Certificate of Analysis 

Client: Water Investigations 

Attn: 

Project: 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Dea£ •-

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/14 13:32 

Turnaround T"tme: Nonna! 

Phone:t(i102)301-1,167 

Fax: 

Enclosed are the resulls of analyses for samples received 8/28/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. The samples were 
receiVed In good condition, at 4.9 °C. All analysis met the method ail:eria except as noted below or In the report with data 
qualifiers. 

Work Order No: ~1 
Sampled by: Jack Rosen 

Sample ID: Chromium (VI) #7 
Sampled: 08/27/14 16:20 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Chromillm 6+---·-------1.9 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H2804(M)2 Sample ID: Uranium #7 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/27/1411:10 

/'"'111yte Result Qualifier Units 
um, Total .... _. __ .,,._, ______ 8.5 ug/1 

Work Order No: ..,.. • ..1)3 
Sampled by: L Sample ID: Uranium #19 

Sampled: 08/27/1411:30 

Analyte Result Quaftfier Units 

ug/1 
Uranium, Tota,.__ _________ 49 

Work Order Na.,,.-'l4 
Sampled by: j 

Sample ID: Uranium #38 
Sampled: 08/27/14 11 :50 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 
Uranium, Tota11 __________ " 17 

Work Order No: ~5 
Sampled by: JUJJi2JS 

Analyte 

Sample ID: Uranium #39 
Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, Tota'-----------16 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H28040-06 
Sampled by:ld& I L 

AnaJyle 

Sample ID: Uranium #28 
Sampled: 08127/14 12:35 

Result · Qualifier . • Units 

Uranium, Total---.--------...:.19' ug/1 

Saml)le'ID: ~ffl' WosOl'del'-No: -4H28848-07 
Sampled by: JS · a 

Analyte 

. Sampled: 08/27/14 13:00 

Result Qualifier 
Uranium, Tota,.__ __ 

-----..... 30 

Units 

ug/1 

Lab#: 4H28040-09 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

Rl Oil 
0.30 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

Rl 
0.20 

Oil 
1 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

on 
1 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil 
0.20 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Prepared 
09/04/14 12:13 

Analyst Batch 
cwh W410098 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/08/14 14:40 rr1 W410209 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
os104r'iiil"....:..~1414:42 rr1 W410209 ~-

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09/08/1414:45 rrl W410209 

Method .c~r'lild Analyzed 
' -- . ' ' ~ EPA 200.8 , ,"8io.it114,1,2;~3t .. •"'.9J/14 14:47 

Analyst Batch 
rrt W410209 ·-~-­Matrix: Water 

Sample Note: 

. ;'Rt. DU 

0_20 

Malrbc Wafer 
Sample Note: 

RL 
0.20 

Oil 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Prepared 
09/04l14 12:13 

Method Prepared 

-~.-· ·.·.·····.. Analyst Batch 
09108f1414:59 . . rrt , ~ 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 09/04/1412:13 09/08/1415:14 rrt W410209 

Page 1 of2 
14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 

www.wecklabs.com 
(626} 336-2139 FAX (626) 336-2634 '11 }I 



Contaminated Realty- 1412321 ~ 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

'EE~: ~-----~~.~-:-i------··········--······ -----

' 

QCBatdlll> QCType 

QC14121247 LCS 1 
QC14121249 LCS 1 
QC14121250 LCS 1 

I • 
! QC.BatcblD QCType Parameter 

-----·-·-········ ..... - .. 
QC14121247 MS 1 Azsco.ic 

QC14121249 MS 1 Arsenic 

QC14121250 MS 1 Aiseaic 

Customer Sample ID: 

WETLAB Sample ID: 1412321--023 

[ ADal),te --··. ·-··-

D:ffl 111• by JCP-MS 
Arsenic 

CIISIOmerSampleID: ,. a 
~"ETLABSampleJD: 1412321-024 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

-·--·-··--· 
%Recovery Units Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.8 

----··--·· ·-·-·-·-----

Method 
Spike 
Sample 

50.6 

50.6 

49.0 

Sample 
Result 

EPA 200.8 1412321--001 44.0 

EPA 200.8 1412321--01 I 20. 7 

EPA 200.8 1412321--021 30.2 

Results Units 
-·---······ ··-·-· 

620 µg/I. 

Complete 

50.0 101 µg/L 

50.0 101 µg/L 

50.0 98 µg/L 

MS MSD Spike MS% MSDo/. 

M 

Result Result Value Units Rec. 

92.8 

69.3 

61.4 

89.9 50.0 p.g/L 98 
66.5 50.0 µg/L 97 

63.8 50.0 

CoDectDate/Time: 12/7/2014 13:00 

Receive Date: 1219/2014 13:30 

DF RL Analyzed 
. ~------- . - . -·--- ·- -·---

10 10 12/23/2014 

I2/18l2014 

Co11eet Datel'rane: 12/7/2014 14:00 

Receive Date: 12/912014 13:30 

Rec. 

92 

92 

LabID 
·-----

NV00925 

NV00925 

RPD 

3% 

4% 

LrAmlyfe;-:::::,-.:-_-_·_·--:_-_-_-_-_-_· ··_-_-:_-_-_-_M __ edlod __ -_ -_ -_-_-_·-_·-_· ·_·· _-··Results;_-_ -_··-_·-===U=nits_·· _·-_··===-· ··_· _·· ~_;_-_·-_··-~----_-_· -~-· ·_···_-_·-----~-~~_m ___ l 
EPA200.8 13 µ.g/I. 1.0 12123/2014 NV00925 

EPA200.2 Complete 12/18/2014 NV009'l5 

DF=I>ibt.ion FDCIDr, RL=Rqol'1ing limit, ND=Not Deteaetl or <RL 



'--.__.,· 

Clinical Laborato-ry of San Bernardino, Inc. .l!J·,·.: ·.· . (., 

. : :· 

\__,,' 

Callahan & Blaine 
3 Hutton Ceutre Drive. Ninth Floor 
Sama Ana CA, 92707 

Irving 13Bl419-0l (Water) 

I Analyte Method Result Units Rep.Limit 

. .__ 
Aneaic'(As) SM3ll3-B 3G oglL 2.0 
Clmmdllm (+6} EPA218.6 1.3 ug/L t.0 

Radioehemistrv Anames 
GrossBem EPA900.0 15 pCi/L 4.0 

Gross Bets Comldng Em>r EPA900.0 3.2 pCi/L 

Gross Bea Min Det Activity EPA900.0 2.2 pCi/L 

Uranium EPA908.0 70 pCilL 1.0 

Uranium Counting Error EPA908.0 3..5 pCilL 

Uranhun Min Det Activity EPA908.0 0-88 pCi/L 

J Dereoted below tbe Reporting Limit; reported concentration is estimated; (J-Flag) 

ND Analyle NOT DE!ECIED at or above the MDL; Method Detection Limit 

Robin Glenney 
\....../Project Manager 

. . 

.':: : 

Work.Order: 13H1419 
Received: 08/16/13 11:55 
Reported: 09/03/13 

SampleDate: 08/16/13 8:00 Sampler: . Nick Panchev 

MDL MCL 

0.68 10 

0.14 

50 

20 

Prepared 

08122/13 
08/16,'13 

08/19/13 

08/19/13 

08/19/13 

08120/13 

08/2~, 

08/20/13 

,, .. 

Am1y%ed 

08,'22/13 

08/19/13 

08/26/13 

08/26/13 

08/26/13 

08/20/13 

JlS/2~13 
08120/13 

, _,, 

Batch Qualifier I 
1334349 

1334014 

1330379 

1330379 

1330379 

1333313 

1333313 

1333313 

Post Offo:e Box 329 Stm Bernardino, CA 92402 (909) 825-7693 F'IIX (909) 825-7696 ELAP Number 1088 



Contaminated Realty-1412761 

Western Environmental Testing Laboratory 
QC Report 

~tchll) QCType Parameter 

lC15010189 Blank 1 Aisenic 

lCBattblD QC'Type Parameter 

:ic15010189 LCS 1 Arsenic 

QC15010189 MS 1 

. Castomers...e:19: 

WETl.ABSaapleID: 1412761-002 

f·Alialya 

' -~fP-MS 
Aiscaic 

Customer Sample ID: -

WETIAB Sample ID: 1412761-003 

TJICe MCfals by JCP-Ms 
Alsenic 

Trace Melals Digestion 

Customer Sample ID: 

WETLAB Sample 1D: 

! Analyte 
' 
Trace Metals by ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Tnice Metals Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

· Result 

EPA200.8 

Method 

EPA200.8 

Method 
Spike 
Sample 

0.0015 

Result 

0.0528 

Sample 
Result 

EPA 200.8 1412779-001 ND 

Units 

24 µg/L 

Results Uni1s 

740 µg/L 

Complele 

Results Units 

37 

Complete 

Uni1s 

• 
Actual 

0.050 

MS 
Result 

0.0536 

% Reeovery Units 

106 mg.IL 

MSD Spike MS% MSD% 
Result Value Units Ree. Rec. RPD 

0.0536 0.050 1 ~--.. <1% 

CoDect-Datel'J'ime: 12/16120t4 16:00 

· Receive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 .,.. . .,.., .,, 

DF RL Analyzed Lal& 

1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

1 1/6/2015 ,,--~-)I 

lllllllittdllme· 12/1612014 14:00 

Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL ·--Al-... ADslyzed · LabID 

--1.0 1/612015 NV00925 

.......... Date/Time: 12/1612014 08:45 

~ive Date: 12/23/2014 13:10 

DF RL Analyzed LabID 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

1/6/2015 NV00925 

I"' I/ II 

/S:tf!Jb/T A~ 



Wi .. 111 .• L. 
Cleat: water Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow BIWI., #122 

las Vegas, NV 89107 

Oea:1! I A !It. 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORJES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Dalle: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Date: lfJ/(17/1412:50 

Turnaround Tone: 6 workdays 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

. 

. 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for sampJes received 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody doatment. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 1.3 °C and on Jee. AB analysis met the method aitaia except as noted below or In the report with 

data qualifiers. 

Work Onfer No: 4J07IMM1 Semple ID: 118 Brown Matrix: W8let' 
Sampledby: I I Ill ' 8amplad: 1M4114 10:00 Sample Nole: 

Analyt8 Result Qualifier Unb RL DII Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
Al9enlc, ToC8I S-:Jall 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09/1410:20 10118/14 15:03 rrl W4J0456 

Work Order No: 4J07NN2 Matrix: Waler 6r,J 
Sampled by: • I 

' 
Sampled: 1M411,t 11:30 SampleNolB: 

·. ·,!:t._ 
, ·yte Rlelllt Qualller Units RL DII llethod Prepal9d Analyacl Analyst .,,,Batcb 

.;iC,ToCal 76 ·d91i 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10.W1410:20 1~1416:08 rrl W4J04S6 

...Ofk OrdlrNo: 4Jl1N8-03 ~~ Mabix: Weier 
sampled by: I I I 111 SampleNoee: 

Analy1e Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared Analyad Analyst Batch 

Ar8el*, Totaf 3.9 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA.200.8 10I09/14 10:20 10/1611415:12 1'11 W4J0458 

Work Order No: .tJ07l46.f)4 8amplel0-~ llalrix: Weier , ... ·;,,,:,., ., 

Sampled by: • I ... Sa 3:30 SampleNce9: .,,. .. ,."'~~~ 

AnalytD Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepa,ad Analyzed Analyst Batch 

Arsenic, Total ~"40 1 EPA200,8 
1M>9/1410:20 10116114 15:29 rrl V\f4J0456 

WorkOrderNo: 4J07046.05 Sample Matrix: water 
Sampled by: • I I • · 41 Samplo Noa: 

Analfl8 Result Qualifier Unis RL Dil Method Prepared Analp8d Analyst Batch 
Alsenic, Total 210 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09/1410-.20 10/18/14 15:34 rrl W4J0456 

Work Order No: 4J07D4I-Oi Sample~ Matrix: Waler 
Sampledby: I • Sample Note: 

AnaJyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
A188111c,'Total 

~ 
0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/09/1410:20 10/18/1415:38 rrl W4J0456 

WOrkOrderNo: 4J0704&-07 SamplelD: Malrix: Weier 

Sampled by: '. • . 418:30 Sample Nole: 

Analya Result Qualifier Units ~ Dil Method Prapan,d Anafyad Analyst Batch 
,!Ille, 'Total ....... _ 38 U9II 0.40 EPA200.8 10I09/14 10:20 10/16114 15:55 rr1 VV4J04S6 

Page1 of2 

1<4859 cast ClarfcAwnue, City rA lnduslry, California 91745-1396 (626) 336-2139 

www.weddabs..com 
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Oiniclll Laboratory of San Bernardino;Inc. 

[AmlJ(e Mediocl 

Slel:13-B 

Mcdloc1 

SMJ113-8 

,,.. 
~ .... 

Aneait(As) SM31l3-B 

'Amlyle 
Medm 

Hall 
Anmic(.u) SI0113-B 

McdlDcl 

SMJ-113-B 

Mi:dlDd 

8!11! 
Anellie{As) SM3113-B 

Plqcct RoudDe WoltOrder: 14H0183 
Sub Ptqm: TOD)Tmt'Towns/Himdey 

PqectMam,er: 

Recem:d: 08/04/1417:05 
Repcded: 08/19114 

14111J8S.tt (Watelj ...... (J'/fJNJ.4 10:10 Sampler: NickPmiev .... Uails Rep.Limit MCL Papm4 AJl8lp=d Balch Qualifier 

34 ll§"L 2.0 10 0&'1V14 O&'Il/14 14330.2S 

l4BIJIM2~.- Salple:O.. (J'//.28114 10:30 Sampler. Nick.Panchev .... Uails Rep.Limit MCL Pmpmd A-,.d Balch Qualifier 

1'11 111/L 100 10 OlllSl14 O&l19/14 1$586 

14111J&S.G ~ Smple:O.. 071.28114 11:00 Sampler: Nid:Pzocllev 

llaa1t Unils --Limit MCL Pnp8cl Amly2ll4 Balcll Qaalifi« 

34 awL 2.0 10 0811V14 CJ&lll/14 1433025 

1.alltJIM,f ~ SulpleJ>m (J'//JJJ/J.4 11:30 Smaplr. NiclcPaochev 

' ... tails Rep.Limit MCL ~ A-,- Didi Qaa1ificr 

111/L 2.0 . 10- .. O&'ll/l4 0811V14 J.43302S 

WlmlMS(w.a., Sample»-= (J'/126/14 12:00 s.m,ler: Nu~ 

1mmlt Uils ~Limit MCL PtepmllCl .Amt,sd Balch Qualifier ., 
·.;,.;,,,, 

Ut • 20 10 08f1Sf14 0811&114 1433586 

14im.8Mli(Water) SampleDae: 0712Nl.4 10:03 Smpler: N"u::kPlmchev 

Jtaa1t UJdls Rep.Limit MCL PRpaald Allllyzed Balch Qualifier 

.. 2.0 10 0&'11/14 0811V14 1433025 

~----1411111M'7(War) Sample»-: (J'J/JHJ.4 lL-QS Sampler: Nidl;Pancllev 

Milldlod ltcsa1t Ulils bp.Umit Md. Ples-1 Allllyzed Balch Qualifier 

.· ... 

SM3IJ3.B ~ .. 2.0 10 08/11/14 08lll/14 1433025 

. .-,-\. ;/ ~ 
£'lliJB1 f~ ~ -.·- Pagel 
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· . ...___,/ 

Clinical Laboratory of San Bernardino, Inc . 

. '-.,,,I ,-------------------------------------------, 
Callahan & Blaine 
3 Hatton Centre Drive, Ninth Floor 
Santa Alla CA, 92707 

Project: Drinking Water 

tSUlV',roJ~ IrviDg 
Project Manager: Javier H. van Oordt 

WorlcOrder: 13H1419 
Received: 08/16/13 11:55 
Reported: 09/03/13 

13H141Ml (Water) Sam.pie Date: 08/16/13 8:00 Sampler. . Nick Panchev 

I Analyte 

~ 

--~{+6) 

R~Analyses 
GrossBeta 
Gross Beta Counting Error 
Gross Beta Min Det Activity 
Unmimn 
Uranima Counting Error 
Uranium Min Det Activity 

Method 

SM3113-B 

EPA218.6 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA900.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

EPA908.0 

R.esalt Units Rep.Lhnit 

30 uglI. 2.0 

t.3 ug/L l.O 

15 pCi/L 4.0 

3.2 pCi/L 

2.2 pCi/L 

70 pCi/L 1.0 

3.5 pCi/L 

d.88 pCi/L 

J Detected below 1he Rq,ortiDg Limit; reported concemration is estimated; (J-Flag) 

ND ~ NOT DETECTED at or above the MDL; Method Der.ection Limit 

Robin Gleifney 
\....../ Project Manager 

MDL MCL Prepared 

0.68 10 08/22/13 . 

0.14 08/16/13 

50 08/19/13 

08/19/13 

08/19/13 

20 08f.20fi3 
I 

08120/13 

08/20/13 

Analyzed Baldl Qualifier I 
98122/13 1334349 

08i'T9lf3 1334014 ~ 

08/26/13 1330379 

08/26/13 1330379 

08/26/13 1330379 

08/20/13 1333313 

08/.20/13 1333313 

08120/13 1333313 

-,;~W/3l7"M 
ltrJ)lGrT~ A-;I 

Pagel ofl . 
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Wi .. 111 •. L. '-......_.,· 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 
Analytical laboratory Service - Sfnce 1964 

Certificate of Analysis 

--­~· #122 

Attn: s a 
Paojec:t: Drinking water 

oearJ L 

Report Datle! 10/31/1412:34 
Received Dale: 10/14/14 12:15 

Turnan,und Time: Normal 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.# ........ 

Enclosed are the resulls d analyses for samples received 10/14/2014 Wfth the OMiin of CUstody document. The samples were 
received in good c:011dltion, at 1.0 oC and on Ice. AH analysis met the method aiterla except as noted below or 1n the report with 
data qualiflers. 

Sample ID: 181 Veles quaz 
Sampled: 10l13/14 09:30 

~ Rlliult· Q Eller Unla RL DI 
~!lei w ... :;; _________ 54 ug11 o.40 1 

lllllflod ,...... 
EPA.200.8 1tv2af1411:46 

Analyzad 
10f24f14 16:01 

~·~.-- Sample:-..:~~410:00 == lii~:t\-
li-,/ ... ____________ Result ___ Qualllier ___ '":'Un-its ___ RL ___ Dl ___ llethod ____ Pswpared _____ Analyzed __ ~ 

-, ..c,.Total--------150 ug11 0.40 1 EPA.200.8 1C1'2811411:46 10t2A/1416:05 rrf W4J1182 

• ..ortc Otdlr No: .ut4041-0S Sample ID: 129 David llallhl11 an 
S8mplad by: Sanpled: 10l13/1411:00 

Analyf8 Result Qualifier Unita 
Arsenic, 'Jbal,.. _________ 20 ugll 

WorkOrder'No: 4,12.1-N Sample ID: lt1 ......_ 
Sampled bf. J3 £ b Sampled: 10/13/1411:30 

RI. 
0.40 

Oil 
1 

llelbod Pre,:ierecl 
EPA.200.8 1"'23f1411:46 10/24/14 16:09 -,~-

_Analyte __________ Result __ Qualifier ___ "'":'Unlta":"":'!"'--RL---D-D--Method----PN-epa_Nd ___ Analy_,~ 
An1en1C, ,-, __________ 79 ug,1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10i23,l1411:46 1012411416:14 rrl W4J1182 

WorkOrderNo: 4J14041-o5 SamplelD: t30C8rrera 
Sampled by: Client 8ampled: 10l13/14 12:10 

r _Analyfe __________ Resutt __ Qualifier ___ ~U-:-nifs ___ RL __ Dil ___ Machod ____ Prepa,ed _____ Analy __ ,~ Batch 

Arsen1C, Tata!i....-------5.5 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 10/23/1411:46 10l24/1416:18 rrl W4J1182 

Work Order No: Ul.f041.. Sample ID: '11 Hawas Matrix: Water 
Sampled by: Sampled: 10/13/1412:50 Sample Noae: 

Analyfe Result Qualifier Units 

UntniumDad---------U pCi11. 

Work 0rdar No: 4J14041-G'7 Sample ID: ffl Hawes 
Sampled by: Sampled: 10/13/14 16:00 

1 'fflium 6+ ........................................................ ND 

use Narrative: 

Lab1: 4.114041-07 

RL OD 
0.13 

Metnx:Water 
Sample Nole: 

RL 
0.30 

Dil 
1 

Method Pf8Pll8d 
EPA200.8 10/2Sl1411:51 ----9*11 10124114 17:23 rrl W4J1183 

Method Prepared 
EPA2t8.6 10/16/1409:50 10116/1419-.38 hmt W4J0792 
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Attn:--. 
Pnrjec:t: ArsenicTesting 

:>ear lade Rosen : 

Certificate of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Analytical laboratory Service - Since 1964 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Date: 10/ffl/1412:50 

Turnaround Time: 6 workdays 

Phone: 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples receiVed 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody document. The samples were 
received in good condition, at 1.3 oe and on Ice. AB analysis met the method crftafa e«:ept- as noted below or in the report with 
data qualifiers. 

fork Otderlllr Sample~oo 
llatrix: water 

ampledby: Sample Note: 

blalytt Result Qualifler Unils RI. Dil llathod 
'9811ic,Tolal 120 ugll 0.40 1 EPA200.8 forlcOnler- Smaple~:30 

llabix: War 
ianlpledby: SampleNole: 

,,,,-, 
'9 Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method 

--' ., Total 76 ugli 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

.orkOrdlr--- 9ample~ Matrix: water 
samplectby: :GO Sample Note: 

Analytt Result Qualifier Units RL DI Method 
wenfc,lbtal u qg/1 0.40 EPA200.8 NorkOnler,... Sample~ Matrix: Waler 
5-npledby: 3:30 Sample Note: 

Analylit Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method 
A1$8111C,Total ~OAO 1 8'\200-8 WorkOrder,_.. Sample ID: Matrix: Water 
Sampledby: 414:30 Sample Note: 

Analyt9 Result Qualifier Unils RL DH Method 
Ansenlc,Total 210 ug/1 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

WOrkOrd8riiiiii sample~ Matrix: Water 
Sampledby: ·45 Sample Note: 

Analyle Result Qualifier Unlls RL Dil Method 
AISellfc,n,faf 

-~ 
0.40 1 ePA200.8 

WOrkOl'derNo: 4J07048.07 SamplelD: Matrix: Water 
Sampled by:-- • 416:30 Sample Note: 

Analylit Result Qualfter Unils RI. Dil Method , "'ie,TGCal --38 U!)II 0.40 1 EPA200.8 

14859 East Claltc:.Allenue, City of lndusby, Calibnia 91745-1396 

www.wecklabs.com 

,,,..-,, 
Prepared Analp8d Analy9t Balch 

1M>9/14 10:20 10f16f14 15:03 rrl W4J0456 

... .. 

Prepared Analplld Analyst Balch 
10I09/14 10:20 10/16'14 15:08 rrl W4J0456 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
1 OI09/14 10:20 10f16114 15:12 n1 W4J0456 

#'•'if-·· 

Prepared AnalyZed Analyst Batch 
1 OI09/14 10:20 10/16'14 15:29 rrl W4J0456 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
10I09/1410-.20 10/16'14 15:34 rrl W4J0456 

Prepared Analy.zed Analyst Batch 
10I09/1410:20 10/1611415:38 rrl W4J0456 

..fill.·,;~•.: ... , 

Praparad Analyz8d Analyst Batch 
10/09/14 10-.20 10/16'1415:55 rrl W4J0456 

Page 1 of2 
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Dear 

Client: Wall," Investigations 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Attn: F C b 

Project: Arsenic Testing 

Certificate of Analysis 

·~K LABORATORIES, INC. 
Analyt'd Laboratory SErvlce · Since 1515.t 

Report Date: 10/20/14 14:06 
Received Date: 10/07/14 12:50 

Tumaround Time: 6 workdays 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P.O.#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 10/7/2014 with the Chain of Custody document The samples were 
received In good condition, at 1.3 °C and on Ice. All analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report with 
data qualifiers. 

lorlc Order No: 4J07046-01 
ampled by: iuf D 4 

,nalyte 

SamplelD: .......... 
Sam~10:00 

Result Qualifier Units 

.rsenic, Tc,ta..,f -----·----120 ug/1 

1/'ork Order No: 4J07046-02 
;ampled by: w& I Fl 4 SamplelD-

Sa 1411:30 

,r,- '·,t,e Result Qualifier Units 

.r , Total-··--·--------76 1/1111!!! 
Vork Order No: 4J07046-03 Sample ID: 
iampled by. 1 1 5 4 Sam . 4 13:00 

"nalyte Result Qualifier Units 

,rsenic, Tota ... ! ---------3.9 ug/1 

IVork Order No: 4J07046-04 Sample ID: ..... 
;ampled by: t 1 41 Sam~ 13:30 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.40 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil 
0.40 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.40 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 

EPA200.8 10/09/14 10:20 10/16/14 15:03 rr1 W4J0456 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 10/09/14 10:20 10/16/14 15:08 rrl W4J0456 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 10/09/14 10:20 10/16/1415:12 rrl W4J0456 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Dil Method Prepared 
10/09/1410:20 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
~enic, T()taf ___ _ 

Nork Order No: 4J07046-05 
Sampled by: 

4.8 ....,.0.40 1 EPA200.8 

Sample ID: Matrix: Water 
Sam . 4 14:30 Sample Note: 

10/16/14 15:29 rr1 W4J0456 

Analyte Result I Qualifier Units 

Arsenic, Total ..... ·-·--··-------210 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4J07046-06 Sample ID 
Sampled by: b: t Ilk a Sa • • I ,rr f...; 

RL 
0.40 

Dil 
1 

Matrix: water 
Sample Note: 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units RL Oil 

Arsenic, Tnta ... 1 ---------11 ..,...40 1 
Work Order No: 4J07046-07 Sample ID: Matrix: water 
Sampled by: bi_, L Sa . 14 16:30 Sample Note: 

-~--------·-Result-38 Qualifier 

Lab#: 4J07046-08 

Units 

ug/1 

RL 
·o.40 

Oil 

Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
EPA200.8 10/09/1410:20 10/16/1415:34 rr1 W4J0456 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Prepared 
10/09/14 10:20 

Method. PrepanKI. 
EPA200.8 10/09/1410:20 

Ant\lyzed Analyst Batch 
10/16/14 15:38 rrt W4J0456 

Analfzed~;·:.~ 
10/16114'15:55 rrl W4J0456 

Page 1 of2 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 
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t_A:=f 1·-l vw.: . ·· .. · .... 1.~le,.;:~~,::_ .. · .,c-' 
\-........_...... __ 

Wi:GK LABORATORIES, INC. 
AnalytlcallaboratoryServi~ - Since 1964 

Certificate of Analysis 

.nalyte Result Qualifier Units 

ug/1 

RL 
0.40 

Oil Method Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
-senic, Total .........•.• ·--------···· 140 EPA200.8 10/09/14 10:20 10/16/14 16:00 

::::ase Narrative: 

Authorized Signature 

:ontact: -
'.Project Manager) El.AP # 1132 

, ~-. -~ J.AC:SD # 10143 
fw ··-"'~LAC# 04229CA 

The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of custody document Weck Laboratories certifies that the test results 
11eet alf requirements of NELAC unless noted in the case Narrative. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety. 

lotes: 
he Chain of CUstody docUment is part of the analytical report. .•. 

1ny remaining sample(s) for lesting will be disposed of one month from the final report date unless other arrangements -- ance. 
~I results are expressed on -.vet weight basis unless othelwise specified. ·-

W 'OT DElECTED at or above the Reporting Limit. If J-value reported, then NOT DETECTED at or above the Method Detection Limit (MDL) 
•i, Jt Reportable 
;ub = Subcontracted analysis, original report enclosed. : . . . . . 

\n Absence of Total Coliform meets the drinking water standards as es1ablished by the State of Carlfomia Department~ ~~ces . 
!'he Reporting Limit (RL) is referenced as laboratoly's Praclical auantitation Limit (PQL). 
=or Potable water analysis, the Reporting Limit (RL) is referenced as Detection Limit for reporting purposes (DLRs) defined by EPA. 

f sample COiiected by W:d< Laboratories, sampled in accordance to lab SOP MIS002 

f 

, . 
. ... ,..i: 

rr1 W4J0456 

•. -.-,. . .,A: .. ,. 
lt ~ .. 

Lab#: 4J07046--08 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry, California 91745-1396 

www.wecklabs.oom 

Page2of2 
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Client: Water Investigations 

Attn: 

Project: 

Dear£ a 

848 N. Rainbow Blvd., #122 
Las Vegas, NV 89107 

Certifica~e of Analysis 

WECK LABORATORIES, INC. 

Report Date: 09/09/14 08:37 
Received Date: 08/28/1413:32 

Tumaround Tune: Norrriil __ 
~~ 

Phone: (702) 301-4167 

Fax: 

P,0,#: 

Enclosed are the results of analyses for samples received 8/'lB/2014 with the Clain of Custody document. The samples were 
rec.elved in good coodition, at 4.9 "C. AR analysis met the method criteria except as noted below or in the report With data 
qualifiers. 

Work Order No: 4H28040-o1 
Sampledby: 

• Sample ID: Chromium-(VI) tn 
Sampled: 08/Z7/1416:20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

~Analyte;j;i;------RRes;ult;;-QQu;;;aJififiifier;;:-lhUn;n;its;----;Ri:°L -,oiiin-ai.ll1litiwe•1111111,11· Analyst Batch 

Ctwomlum&t,·---------1.9 ug/1 0.30 EPA218.6 09/03(1410:00 ~ cwh W410098 

Work Order No: 4H28040-02 Sample ID: Uranium tn MatriX: Water 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/Z7/1411:10 Sample Note: 

Result Quaflfier Units 

Jraniunl, Total --8.5 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H2804CMt3 Sample ID: Uranium #19 

Sampled by: ---- Sampled: 08/Z7/1411:30 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 
Uranium, Tl>lal:..-------- 17 ug/1 

Work Order No: ~ Sample ID: Uranium 139 
Sampled by: Sampled: 08/27/1412:15 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

Uranium, Totali..-------- 16 ug/1 

Work Order No: 4H28040* Sample I>: Uranium #28 
Sampled by: a Sampled: 08/27/1412:35 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 

U~nlum,.Tota~•-------- 19 ug/1 

WorkOrderNo: 4H2804CMJ7 Sample ID: Uranium #21 
Sampladby: Sampled: 08127/1413:00 

Analyte Result Qualifier Units 
Uranium, Total., ______ _ 

--30 ug/1 

RL on 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Oil 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL DU 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL Dil 
0.20 

Matrix: Water 
Sample Note: 

RL on 
0.20 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Method 
EPA200.8 

Prepared 
09/04/14 12:13 

Prepared 
09f04/1412:13 

Prepared 
09/04/14 12:13 

Analyzed Analyst Batch 
OQ/08114 14:40 rrl W410209 

Analyzed Analyst 8atch 
09/08/1414:45 n! W4l0209 

AnalyZed Analyst Satch 
09/08/1414:47 n! W410209 ----

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09/04/1412:13 09/08/'14 14:59 n1 W4l0209 

Prepared Analyzed Analyst Batch 
09,'()4,'1412:13 09/08/'14 15:14 rrl W410209 

Page 1 of2 

14859 East Clark Avenue, City of Industry. California 91745-1396 
www.wecklabs.com 
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Contaminated Realty- 1411453 

W estem Environmental Testing Laboratory 
Analytic~ Report 

Concanan,ced Realty 

848 N. Rainbow BmL #1422 

Las Vegas, NV fflfYJ Attn:-
Phone: (702) 301-4167 Fax: 

PO\Project: 3141107m'OSIC TORT TOWNS 

•. 
C---SemplelD: HAWES #11 

WETLAB Sample ID: 1411453--001 

Date Printed: 12/5/2014 

OrderID: 1411453 

Collectl>ate/Trme: 11/13/2014 13:05 

ReceiveDate: 11/17/201.f.t'""S:OO'·· ,1' 

..... ---------------·--·--··---------- -----------------! Aaaly1e 

EPA200.8 S7 

EPA:200.2 Complete 

CasmmerSamplelD: ........ 

WETLAB Sample ID: 1411453-002 

Medwd U:aits 

EPA200.8 46 

EPA200.2 

14114S3--003 

,---------- . -·--------------

DF 

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

l 12/1/2014 NV00925 

Collect.Dm/Iime: 11/)3/2014 ~ •• 

Receive Date: 11/17/2014 15:00 

DJ' RL 

LO 12/1/2014 NV00925 

12/1/2014 NV00925 

CoDeet Date/Tune: 1 1/13/2014 14:00 

Receivel>em: 11/17/2014 15:00 

--- ·---------·-------
1:.... AaaJyte ____________ Method _____________ ~----U_mts_· _____ »_F __ RL _____ ~_· __,,;;...;....;:::c.c'.;;;.. ~-.._, •• ,.:,'--_ 

EPA200.8 9.8 

SenmJe .,.,,...,,...., 

EPA200.2 Complete 

JHJ5 Cllst1iln SaaplelD: --WEn.AB Sample ID: 1411453-004 

I 

!-Amllyte Medted 
! 

EPA200.8 19 

St+:,.,.,...., 
EPA200.2 

1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 

CelleetDate/I'ime: 11/13/2014 15:00 

Receive.Due: ll/17/2014 15:00 

.,.. 
DF RL Aaalyad LaND 

1 1.0 12/1/2014 NV00925 ,.1..-.... ,... f 

I 12/1/2014 NV-00925 

Page3ofS 
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Contaminated Realty- I 411054 

Customer Sample ID: 

WETLABSample ID: i411054-005 

i A.oalyte Method Results 

Trace Metals by JCP-MS 

. .\Isenic EPA 200.8 210 

Sample Preparation 

Trace Metals Digestion EPA 200.2 Complere_ 

Customer Sample ID: H~.-
WETLABSample 1D: 1411054-008 

! 

~me: 11/1/2014 13:45 

ReceiveDate: 11/3/2014 11:45 

Uni1S OF RL Aaalyzed 

µgtL 1.0 11/1412014 

11/12/2014 
L 

~ 
11/1/2014 14:40 

11/3/2014 11:45 

LabID 

NV00925 

NV00925 

!Aoalyte Method Results Units DF RL Analyzed LablD 

; 

I 

Trace Metals bv ICP-MS 

."1senic EPA200.8 

Sample Preparation 

Trace Metals ~oestion EPA 200.2 

Csstomer Sample ID: Hiokley,iiiiiili 

. WE11.AB Sample ID: 141 l054-0U 

.!\rsenic EPA200.8 

Sample Pn;paratiOB 

Trace Metals Digestion EPA 200.2 

Customer Sample ID: Hinkley .... 

WETlABSample ID: 1411054--013 

I 

IAnalyte Method 

True Metm by ICP-MS 

. .o\tsenic 

SU!DkPreparatioll 

Trace Mdl!ls Digestion 

Customer Sample ID: 

WETLAB Sample ID: 

EPA200.8 

EPA2002 

Hinkley, iiillii 
1411054-014 

I Aaalyte Method 
! 

Tntce Metals by ICP-MS 

.Arsenic 

Sample Preparation 

Trace Metals Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

80 

Cow.plete 

Uoi1s 

150 

Complcre 

Resuhs Units 

14 µg/L 

Complete 

Results Units 

58 µg/L 

Complete 

DF==Dilution Factm, RL=&p(ming Limit, NJ>=Not Detected or <RL 

SPARKS 
475 E. ~ Stieeit, Suile 119 
~ Nevade.~1. 
tei~355-0202 
~(775)355-0ln7 
EPA VB IO: K'J009'25- a.A?No: ~ 

a.xo 
, 1084 ~ Hwy 

Elko;. Nevada69801 
tel(175) 7"17-8938 
m(17~ Tn-99SG-
6"A LAB ID; N\ltl.0925 

:.;; 

1.0 11/14/2014 NV00925 

11/12/2014 NV00925 

...a: 11/1/2014 16:40 

l 113/2014 11:45 

OF RL Analyzed LatJID· 

1.0 l 1/1412014 NV00925 

,· l l/l.2f.Wl4 NV~: 

~~ 11/1/2014 18:00 

Date: 1113/2014 11:45 

DF RL Aoalyzed LabID 

1.0 l 1/14/2014 NV00925 

1 l/12/2014 NV00925 

~-: 11/1/2014 17:30 
~· 

te: 11/3/2014 11:45 

DF RL Analyzed LablD 

1.0 l l/1412014 NV00925 

l l/1212014 NV00925 

Page5 of6 
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Contaminated Realty- I 41 l 054 . - - ,niJed 
~----______ ...,.io,o.-______ ...;;··,..._· 

Customer Sample ID: Hinlcley, :i,·;,.~~; -~r'IIJEy 11/1/2014 13:45 

WETLAB Sample ID: i4ll054--00S Rtteiv~ ll/3/2014 11:45 

Trace Metals bv ICP-MS 

Sample Preparation 

Trace Melals Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA2002 

~ID: --~ 

WETLABSample ID: 

! 
JAaalyte 
l 

Irxe Mtnls by ICP-MS 

.AiSeai~,;-· 

SaiRJdnpiratios 
TmceMerals ~ 

Customer Sample ID: 

'11-'EfLAB Sample ID: 

I Analyte 

Trace Metals by ICP-MS 

Arsenic 

Sample Prepar:ation 
Trace Mdals Digestion 

Customer Sample ID: 

1411054-008 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Hinkley~ 
1411~12 

Method 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

WETLAB Sample ID: 

Hinklcy,C~ 

1411054--013 

; 

!Aealyte 

; 

Jratt MmJs by ICP-MS 
Arsenic 

Sample Pr:gw:atioo 

Trace Metals Digestion 

Customer Sample ID: 

WETLAB Sample ID: 

EPA200.8 

EPA200.2 

Hinkley,~ 

1411054-014 

j Aaalyte Method 
! 

Trace Metals by ICf-MS 

Arsenic 

Samok Prsparation 

Trace Mdals Digestion 

EPA200.8 

EPA2002 

DF-Dibmon Fad.or, RL-Repordng Limit, NI>=Not Detected. or <RL 

SPARKS 
475 E. ~Snet. Sulle 119 
Spa1c:s. Nevada8943-1. 
mi {175)- SEi5-02Q2 
a~35541917 
EPA l.AS ID: N¥009.!6- a.AP No: 252:,l 

Results Uaits 

210 

Complete_ 

Resahs Uaifs 

80 

Results Units 

150 

Complere 

Results Uoits 

14 

Complete 

Results Units 

58 µg/L 

Complete 

ELKO 
1084 t.amci11e Hwy 
Seo;, Nevada89801 
tel (175) 777-9938 

- (175J Tn-8933 
EPALABIP:NV00926 

DF RL 

LO 

DF RL 

1.0 

LablD 

11/1412014 NV00925 

11/12/2014 NV00925 

11/1/2014 14:40 

11/3/2014 11:45 

LablD 

11/14/2014 NV00925 

ll/l.mG14 NV00925 

·~ ll/1/2014 16:40 

Receive Date: 11/3/2014 11:45 

DF RL LablD 

1.0 11/14/2014 NV00925 

11/12/2014 NV00925 

~-!!: 11/1/2014 18:00 

Receive te: 11/3/2014 II:45 

OF RL Analyzed LablD 

LO J 1/14/2014 NV00925 

I l/12/2014 NV00925 

·_;~ 11/1/2014 17:30 

Rtteive Date: 11/3/2014 11:45 

DF RL Analyzed LabID 

1.0 11/1412014 NV00925 

11/12/2014 NV00925 
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EXHIBIT "H" 





VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY TRANSMITTAL 

Dated: June 26, 2015 .MS=::;z 
Pahrump, NV 89048 

OGWDW-4601M 
Office of Ground Water and Drinking Water 
U.S. EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20460 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1 ": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

fl!! ~,:.:r .. ,.~ 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 
f 

l 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Tempor~s 

Attn:---.for ET AL ·tu, • 
Pahrump, NV 89048 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein, Senator 
United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary 
224 Dirksen Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6050 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARYEXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "l": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E tal<lng water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY TRANSMITTAL 

for ET AL Dated: June 26, 2015 e'. ::!;,~_ 
/hM,-_,;;..~ ;~ ;id~ ,. ' ,;,... ,...-. . . -, .. ~. ,..:. 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Attn: Bill L. Lewis; Kendrick D. Williams; 
Terry Wade; Joseph 0. Johns; Patrick Bohrer 
FBI Investigation Division 
11000 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1700 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "l": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY TRANSMITTAL 

for ET AL ·'"1:1. ~ D t d. J 26 2015 ,...,_. . · .• .,.. ae. une, ~ 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

California Environmental Protection Agency 
Cal/EPA Law Enforcement and Counsel Office 
1001 "I" Street 

Sacramento, California 95814 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARYEXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1 ": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Office of Environmental Health Hazard 
Assessment (OEHHA) Prop 65 ARSENIC 
Attn: Cynthia Oshita, (Disclosure) 

P.O. Box 4010 

Sacramento, California 95812 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories- Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 

Attn:--or ET AL ._ 
Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hon. Jerry Hill, Chair 
California Senate EQC Oversight 
State Capitol, Room 2205 
Sacramento, California 95814 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories -Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E talcing water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

~=~ ----rETAL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hon. Luis A. Alejo, Assembly Member 
Environmental Safety and 
Toxic Materials Committee 
1020 N Street, Room 171 
Sacramento, California 95814 

TRANSMITTAL 

Dated: June 26, 2015 W'~.~ 
lt:.~.'iifl .. _ _tllP.J, 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories- Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E ta.king water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY TRANSMITTAL 

for ET AL Dated· June 26 201~ ¥fl!.1;;~- " 
. ' ., ........ ~,, 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Attn: Gary Edward Tavetian, Esq. 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, DOJ 
Natural Resources Law Section 
300 S. Spring Street, #5000 
Los Angeles, California 90013 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7 .. EVIDENTIARYEXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "l": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley,,CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

rETAL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Ross Sevy, District Director 
Office of Jay Obemolte, Assemblyman 
5900 Smoke Tree Street, Suite 125 
Hesperia, California 92345 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories -Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

Proposition 65 Enforcement Reporting 
Attention: Prop 65 Coordinator 
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000 
Post Office Box 70550 
Oakland, California 94612-0550 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARYEXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1 ": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories -Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E trucing water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY TRANSMITTAL 

Dated: June 26, 2015 ft:..:':.'!;:· · ~--.,JI 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

California Attorney General Office, DOI 
Proposition 65 Enforcement Reporting 
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000 
Oakland, California 94612-0550 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

.... ,.. ,·.' . ' 1il.'. . ,._, .,__. 
. I~ .,,) 1:!f·«J' 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

for ET AL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Diane Trujilo, Enforcement Agent 
CAL I EPA ENFORCEMENT 
l 001 "I" Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by F6I 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS 0 About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 

~rETAL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hon. Barbara Boxer, U.S. Senator 
U.S. Senate Committee on Environment 
112 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "l ": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 

...... for ET AL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hon. Nancy Patricia D'Alesandro Pelosi 
U. S. Congresswoman 
United States House of Representatives 
233 Cannon H.O.B. 
Washington, DC 20515 

TRANSMITTAL 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable, Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Hon. Paul Cook, U.S. Congressman 
United States House of Representatives 
1222 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20515-0508 

TRANSMITTAL 

Dated: June 26, 2015 IC:t,l'a- Jt,lt•I 
Mtua•t.1:a 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARYEXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "l": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS O About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 



VICTIMS TOWN OF HINKLEY 
Temporary Mailing Address 

Attn: , for ET AL 

Pahrump, NV 89048 

Attn: Julie Jordan; Dan Drazan; Tracy Back 
US EPA Criminal Investigation Division (CID) 
Los Angeles Resident Office 
600 Wilshire Blvd., Suite. 900 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

TRANSMITTAL 

Dated: June 26, 2015·~--~~:"'~ 
-:_...,....;;:;:,:rr~e....,~ 

Attached hereto and incorporated for future reference are: 

1. Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

2. Second Request for Immediate Investigation by FBI 

3. Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 (Signature's Pages) 

4. Mailing List 

5. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office 

6. The Victims From Hinkley, CA 92347 to Local FBI Office (Second Set) 

7. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS COVER PAGE 

8. Exhibit "1 ": Notice to PG&E's Counsel by Relatives 

9. Exhibit "2": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Memorandum of P&A 

10. Exhibit "3": Pacific Gas and Electric Company's Amended Memorandum of P&A 

11. Exhibit "4": Letter to the Honorable Leondra R. Kriger, Supreme Court Justice 

12. Exhibit "A": Poisoned Aquifers With Arsenic and Uranium, Entire Town of Hinkley, CA 92347 

13. Exhibit "B": FACTS 0 About Aquifers, Arsenic, Uranium, other constituents 

14. Exhibit "C": Facts About Poisoned Drinking Water Within The Aquifers beneath Hinkley, CA 

15. Exhibit "D": Test Results by Three Analytical Laboratories-Poisoned drinking Water 

16. Exhibit "E": Photographs of Victims, Hinkley, CA 92347, poisoned with Arsenic-Uranium 

17. Exhibit "F": Photographs of the People from Hinkley, taking water samples from Aquifers 

18. Exhibit "G": Photographs of PG&E taking water samples from Monitoring Wells and others 
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